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FOREWORD 

By  Hon.  Peter  W.  Rodino,  Jr.,  Chairman, 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary 


On  February  6,  1974,  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  by  a 

vote  of  410-4  the  following  House  Resolution  803: 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  acting  as 
a  whole  or  by  any  subcommittee  thereof  appointed  by  the 
Chairman  for  the  purposes  hereof  and  in  accordance  with 
the  Rules  of  the  Committee,  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  investigate  fully  and  completely  whether  sufficient 
grounds  exist  for  the  House  of  Representatives  to  exer- 
cise its  constitutional  power  to  impeach  Richard  M. 
Nixon,  President  of  the  United  States  of  America.   The 
committee  shall  report  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
such  resolutions,  articles  of  impeachment,  or  other 
recommendations  as  it  deems  proper. 

Beginning  in  November  1973,  acting  under  resolutions  referred  to 
the  Committee  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  with  a  special  appropria- 
tion, I  had  begun  to  organize  a  special  staff  to  investigate  serious 
charges  against  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

On  May  9,  1974,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
I  convened  the  Committee  for  hearings  to  review  the  results  of  the 
Impeachment  Inquiry  staff's  investigation.   The  staff  began  its  initial 
presentation  the  same  day,  in  executive  session,  pursuant  to  the  Com- 
mittee's Impeachment  Inquiry  Procedures  adopted  on  May  2,  1974. 

By  June  21,  the  Inquiry  staff  had  concluded  its  initial  presen- 
tation. 

On  June  25,  the  Committee  voted  to  make  public  the  initial  pre- 
sentation including  substantially  all  of  the  supporting  material 
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presented  at  the  hearings.   The  Committee  also  voted  to  make  public  the 
President's  response,  which  was  presented  to  the  Committee  on  June  27 
and  June  28  in  the  same  form  and  manner  as  the  Inquiry  staff's  initial 
presentation. 

Statements  of  information  and  supporting  evidentiary  material 
were  compiled  by  the  Inquiry  staff  in  36  notebooks  and  furnished  in 
this  form  to  each  Member  of  the  Committee.   The  notebooks  presented 
material  on  several  subjects  of  the  Inquiry:  the  Watergate  break-in 
and  its  aftermath,  ITT,  dairy  price  supports,  domestic  surveillance, 
abuse  of  the  IRS,  and  the  activities  of  the  Special  Prosecutors.   In 
each  notebook  a  statement  of  information  relating  to  a  particular 
phase  of  the  investigation  was  immediately  followed  by  supporting  evi- 
dentiary material,  which  included  copies  of  documents  and  testimony 
(much  already  on  public  record) ,  transcripts  of  Presidential  conversations 
and  affidavits. 

The  staff  also  presented  to  the  Committee  written  reports  on 
President  Nixon's  income  taxes.  Presidential  impoundment  of  funds  appro- 
priated by  Congress,  and  the  bombing  of  Cambodia. 

The  four  parts  of  Book  VII  include  material  concerning  the 
following  matters: 

(1)  the  1969-71  wiretaps  of  government  employees  and  newsmen; 

(2)  the  Joseph  Kraft  wiretap,  the  Donald  Nixon  wiretap,  and 
other  wiretaps; 

(3)  the  activities  of  the  White  House  Special  Investigations 
Unit  (the  "Plumbers"); 
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(4)  other  surveillance  activities  by  White  House  employees; 

(5)  the  campaign  activities  of  Donald  Segretti  and  others, 
and  allegations  concerning  efforts  to  conceal  those 
activities; 

(6)  allegations  concerning  efforts  to  conceal  the  1969-71 
wiretaps  and  the  activities  of  the  White  House  Special 
Investigations  Unit; 

(7)  allegations  concerning  Presidential  contacts  with  Judge 
Byrne  concerning  his  appointment  as  director  of  the  FBI. 

Every  effort  was  made  to  preclude  inferences  in  the  presentation 
of  this  material.   A  deliberate  and  scrupulous  abstention  from  conclu- 
sions, even  by  implication,  was  observed. 

With  respect  to  Presidential  recorded  conversations,  the  Committee 
determined  to  hear  the  recorded  conversations  in  their  entirety.   The 
Presidential  recorded  conversations  were  neither  paraphrased  nor  summar- 
ized by  the  Inquiry  staff.   Thus,  no  inferences,  or  conclusions  were 
drawn  for  the  Committee.   During  the  course  of  the  hearings,  Members  of 
the  Committee  heard  each  recording  and  simultaneously  followed  transcripts 
prepared  by  the  Inquiry  staff.   Each  of  these  transcripts  is  reprinted 
under  the  appropriate  statement  of  information. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings,  the  Committee  found  it  neces- 
sary to  issue  a  subpoena  to  President  Richard  Nixon  requiring  tape  re- 
cordings of  ten  Presidential  conversations,  as  well  as  all  papers  and 
things  prepared  by,  sent  to,  received  by  or  at  any  time  contained  in  the 
files  of  Charles  Colson,  H.  R.  Haldeman,  John  Ehrlichman,  Egil  Krogh  and 
David  Young  to  the  extent  that  such  papers  or  things  related  to  or  referred 
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directly  or  indirectly  to  the  origin  or  to  the  activities  of  the  White 
House  Special  Investigations  Unit,  including  the  handwritten  notes  of 
John  Erhlichman  produced  by  the  White  House  on  June  5  and  June  6,  1974 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  United  States  District  Court  in  United 
States  V.  Ehrlichman  (D.C.D.C.  Cr.  74-116),  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  hand- 
written notes  of  a  meeting  on  July  12,  1971  among  the  President,  John 
Ehrlichman  and  Robert  Mardian,   The  President  has  not  yet  responded  to 
this  subpoena 

In  addition,  several  of  the  items  subpoenaed  previously  by  the 
Committee  were  believed  to  be  relevant  to  the  matters  dealt  with  in 
Book  VIII.   In  response  to  these  earlier  subpoenas,  the  President  fur- 
nished only  edited  White  House  transcripts  of  31  of  the  subpoenaed 
conversations  between  March  17  and  April  18,  1973.   These  edited  tran- 
scripts were  summarized  by  the  Inquiry  staff  and  made  a  part  of  the 
evidentiary  material  presented  to  the  Committee.   To  the  extent  that 
the  President  declined  to  comply  with  the  Committee's  subpoenas  and  pro- 
duce the  required  material,  the  record  of  the  Committee  now  made  public 
in  these  volumes  is  incomplete. 

In  a  few  instances.  Ranking  Minority  Member  Mr.  Hutchinson  and 
I  determined,  pursuant  to  authority  granted  us  by  the  Committee,  to 
defer  the  release  of  evidentiary  material  or  to  delete  it  for  one  of 
the  following  reasons : 

1)    Because  the  public  interest  in  making  the  material  public 
was  outweighed  by  the  potential  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the  defendants 
under  indictment  and  awaiting  trial. 
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2)  Because  the  information  was  classified  or  otherwise  re- 
quired confidential  treatment, 

3)  Because  the  material  was  only  marginally  pertinent  and 
was  considered  to  be  defamatory,  degrading  or  embarrassing,  or, 

4)  Because  the  material  was  not  pertinent  to  Presidential 
responsibility  within  the  outer  limits  of  an  impeachable  offense  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Constitution. 

These  eight  notebooks  contain  sensitive  documents  from  the  FBI 
files  and  executive  session  testimony  before  several  Congressional  com- 
mittees.  For  that  reason,  more  deletions  and  summarizations  will  be 
found  in  this  material  than  in  the  other  material  provided  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is  working  to  follow  faithfully 
its  mandate  "to  investigate  fully  and  completely"  whether  or  not  suffi- 
cient grounds  exist  to  recommend  that  the  House  exercise  its  constitu- 
tional power  of  impeachment. 

I  believe  that  the  readers  of  these  volumes  will  see  that  the 
Committee's  primary  effort  in  carrying  out  its  mandate  has  been  to  ob- 
tain an  objective,  impartial  presentation  which  will  enable  each  Member 
of  the  Committee  to  make  an  informed  judgment  in  fulfilling  his  or  her 
constitutional  responsibility. 
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I  also  believe  that  the  publication  of  the  record  of  these  hear- 
ings will  provide  readers  with  a  clear  idea  of  the  particulars  of  the 
investigation  and  that  the  proximity  of  the  evidence  will  assure  them 
that  no  statement  of  information  is  offered  without  supporting  eviden- 
tiary material. 
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INTRODUCTORY  NOTE 

The  material  contained  in  this  volume  is  presented  in  two  sections. 
Section  1  contains  a  statement  of  information  footnoted  with  citations  to 
evidentiary  material.   Section  2  contains  the  same  statement  of  information 
followed  by  the  supporting  material. 

Supporting  material  consists  of  information  obtained  at  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities; 
information  developed  in  executive  session  by  other  Congressional  committees; 
information  furnished  to  the  Committee  by  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  by  other  grand  juries:   information  furnished  to  the  Committee 
by  government  agencies;  transcripts  of  tape  recordings  of  conversations 
among  President  Nixon  and  his  key  associates  prepared  by  the  Committee 
staff;  information  furnished  to  the  Committee  by  the  President,  the  Executive 
Departments  of  the  Government,  the  Special  Prosecutor,  and  other  information 
obtained  by  the  Committee. 

Each  page  of  supporting  evidence  is  labeled  with  the  footnote 
number  and  a  description  of  the  document  or  the  name  of  the  witness 
testifying.   Copies  of  entire  pages  of  documents  and  testimony  are 
included,  with  brackets  around  the  portions  pertaining  to  the  statement 
of  information.   Markings  on  the  documents  include  item  numbers  and 
receipt  stamps  of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  and  other  agencies  from 
which  the  Committee  received  material. 
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In  a  number  of  instances,  names  of  persons  in  sensitive  positions 
have  been  deleted  from  documents  at  the  request  of  the  CIA,  FBI  and 
other  investigative  agencies.   Some  documents  contained  deletions  when 
the  Committee  received  them. 

In  the  citation  of  sources,  the  following  abbreviations  are  used: 
"SSC"  for  Senate  Select  Committee  on  Presidential  Campaign  Activities; 
"SJC"  for  Senate  Judiciary  Committee;  and  "SFRC"  for  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee. 
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STATEMEOT  OF  INFORMATION 


WHITE  HOUSE  SURVEILLANCE  ACTIVITIES 

and 

CAMPAIGN  ACTIVITIES 


Part  1 
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1.     In  early  May  1969,  following  conversations  between  FBI  Director 
J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Henry  Kissinger  and  Attorney  General  John  Mitchell, 
the  President  authorized  a  specific  wiretapping  program  in  an  effort 
to  discover  the  source  of  leaks  of  classified  government  material. 
Under  this  program,  which  remained  in  effect  until  February  10,  1971, 
wiretaps  were  instituted  against  thirteen  government  officials  and 
four  newsmen. 
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reprinted  in  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
Executive  Session,  September  10,  1973,  272-73, 

(made  public  October  4,  19731 154 
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2.     In  each  of  the  seventeen  cases  of  wiretapping  in  the  program 
authorized  by  the  President,  the  FBI  wrote  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell 
requesting  written  authorization  after  receiving  a  directive  for  a  tap. 
In  each  of  the  seventeen  cases,  the  Attorney  General  authorized  the 
wiretap.   Mitchell  has  denied  seeing  or  signing  any  such  authorizations 
and  denied  seeing  any  summaries  of  wiretap  logs. 
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2.1  Elliot  Richardson  testimony,  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  Executive  Session,  September 
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May  18,  1973  (received  from  Department  of  Justice) 
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2.6   Letter  from  William  Ruckelshaus  to  John  Mitchell, 

May  24,  1973  (received  from  Department  of  Justice).  ...  169 
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3.     Although  standard  Department  of  Justice  procedure  required  an 
Attorney  General  to  review  national  security  wiretaps  every  ninety  days 
in  order  to  reestablish  their  necessity.  Attorney  General  Mitchell 
undertook  no  review  of  any  of  the  seventeen  wiretaps. 
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(5) 


4.     Unlike  other  national  security  wiretaps,  the  1969-71  wiretaps 
were  not  entered  in  the  FBI  indices.   The  files  and  logs  of  the  wiretaps 
were  maintained  only  in  the  office  of  Director  Hoover  or  Assistance 
Director  William  Sullivan  and  no  copies  were  made.   Such  a  procedure 
was  requested  by  Colonel  Alexander  Haig  when  the  program  began. 
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4.1  Interrogatories  from  William  Ruckelshaus  to  William 
Sullivan  and  answers  thereto.  May  10,  1973  (received 
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May  11,  1969  (received  from  Department  of  Justice).....  189 
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to  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  May  10,  1969,  2:15  p.m.  (received 

from  Department  of  Justice) 190 


(6) 


5.     Following  the  President's  authorization  of  the  1969-71  wiretapping 
program,  wiretaps  were  placed  on  the  telephones  of  seven  members  of  the 
staff  of  the  National  Security  Council.   The  wiretaps  for  the  seven 
specific  members  of  the  NSC  staff  were  requested  orally  by  Colonel 
Alexander  Haig,  who  was  then  an  assistant  to  the  NSC  Chairman,  Kissinger. 
A  renewed  tap  on  one  of  these  seven  was  later  requested  orally  by  H.  R. 
Haldeman . 
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6.     Five  of  the  wiretaps  on  NSC  employees  were  discontinued  after  a 
relatively  short  time  (the  shortest  being  one  month) ;  two  continued  for 
an  extended  period.  Three  of  the  staff  members  were  subject  to  wiretaps 
for  substantial  periods  after  leaving  the  NSC.   Two  were  tapped  when 
they  were  no  longer  employed  by  the  government,  but  were  serving  as 
advisers  to  a  United  States  Senator  who  was  a  Democratic  Presidential 
candidate. 
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7.     In  reports  sent  to  the  President,  Henry  Kissinger  and  H.  R. 
Haldeman,  none  of  the  seven  NSC  employees  was  established  to  have 
been  a  source  of  leaked  classified  infoinnation. 
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8.     In  the  cases  of  the  four  newsmen  who  were  tapped,  three  were 
ordered  by  Colonel  Haig.   Kissinger  has  testified  that  the  name  of  one 
of  these  three  was  presented  by  FBI  Director  Hoover  to  the  President  as 
a  man  who  had  connections  with  an  allied  foreign  Intelligence  service 
and  the  decision  to  place  a  tap  resulted  from  that  presentation.   The 
fourth  newsman  was  a  national  television  commentator.  He  was  wire- 
tapped at  the  direction  of  Attorney  General  Mitchell.   The  Attorney 
General  stated  that  the  President  requested  that  the  commentator  be 
placed  under  immediate  electronic  surveillance  following  the  review  by 
the  President  of  an  FBI  report  about  the  individual.   Mitchell  also 
requested  physical  surveillance  of  the  commentator,  but  withdrew  this 
request  after  being  advised  by  the  FBI  of  the  difficulties  involved. 
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9.  According  to  the  FBI,  the  FBI  reports  on  the  wiretaps  of  the 
four  newsmen  showed  that  none  of  them  had  obtained  information  in  a 
surreptitious  or  unauthorized  manner. 
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10.    Wiretaps  were  ordered  on  three  White  House  staff  members 
working  in  areas  unrelated  to  national  security  and  with  no  access 
to  National  Security  Council  materials.   One  wiretap  was  requested 
orally  of  Assistant  FBI  Director  DeLoach  by  Attorney  General  Mitchell 
who  represented  the  order  as  coming  from  the  President.   This  tap 
was  specifically  denominated  as  off  the  record.   This  White  House 
staff  member  worked  for  John  Ehrlichman,  who  received  the  wiretap 
reports  on  him.   A  wiretap  on  a  second  White  House  staff  member  was 
requested  orally  by  Colonel  Haig.   The  third  White  House  staff 
member  was  wiretapped  at  the  request  of  H.  R.  Haldeman. 
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11.    None  of  the  three  White  House  staff  members  were  ever  reported 
by  the  FBI  to  have  disclosed  classified  material.   The  material 

compiled  on  these  staff  members  as  a  result  of  the  wiretaps  related 

primarily  to  their  personal  lives  and  their  politics. 
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12.    Three  government  employees  were  tapped  in  connection  with  the 
May  1970  leak  of  the  Cambodian  bombing.   Two  held  posts  in  the  State 
Department  at  the  Ambassadorial  level;  the  third  was  a  high  military 
aide  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense.   All  three  were  tapped  at  the  order 
of  Colonel  Halg,  who  represented  that  the  order  for  these  wiretaps 
came  from  the  President. 
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13.    None  of  the  three  government  employees  tapped  In  connection  with 
the  Cambodian  bombing  story  was  ever  reported  by  the  FBI  to  have  dis- 
closed classified  material. 
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14.    In  June  1969,  John  Ehrlichman  directed  John  Caulfleld  to  have  a 
wiretap  installed  on  the  office  telephone  in  the  home  of  Washington  news- 
paper columnist  Joseph  Kraft.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  dis- 
cussed the  proposed  wiretap  with  the  President,  but  that  he  did  not  know 
the  wiretap  was  ever  instituted.   The  wiretap  was  installed  by  a  former 

Chief  of  Security  for  the  Republican  National  Committee  with  the  aid 
of  a  Secret  Service  employee.   It  remained  in  place  for  one  week  during 

which  Kraft  was  not  at  home.   Caulfield  has  testified  that  Ehrlichman 

then  told  him  to  cancel  the  operation.   At  the  same  time,  Deputy  FBI 

Director  William  Sullivan  was  ordered  by  FBI  Director  Hoover  to  travel 

to  a  European  country  and  arrange  for  electronic  surveillance  of  Kraft. 

A  19-page  summary  of  conversations  overheard  from  a  surreptitious 

listening  device  in  Kraft's  hotel  room  was  prepared,  which  was  sent 

to  Ehrlichman. 
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15.    On  July  8,  1969  Assistant  FBI  Director  Sullivan  reported  to 

Director  Hoover  that  the  wiretap  on  one  of  the  NSC  employees  produced 

nothing  significant  from  the  standpoint  of  discovering  leaks  and 

recommended  that  some  of  the  coverage  be  removed.   The  tap  on  that 

employee  was  not  removed;  it  remained  in  place  until  February  10,  1971, 

17  months  after  the  employee  resigned  as  a  full-time  employee  of  the  NSC, 

and  9  months  after  he  terminated  his  relationship  as  an  NSC  consultant. 
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16.    Effective  July  1969,  Anthony  Ulasewlcz,  a  retired  New  York 
City  policeman,  was  hired  as  an  investigator  by  John  Ehrlichman, 
Counsel  to  the  President.   From  that  date  until  mid-1972,  under  the 
direction  of  Caulfield,  Ulasewicz  conducted  numerous  investigations 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  of  possible  political  value 
to  the  Nixon  Administration.   His  salary  and  expenses  were  paid  by 
campaign  fundraiser  Herbert  Kalmbach  from  political  contributions  held 
by  Kalmbach. 
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17.    On  or  about  November  1,  1969  Attorney  General  Mitchell  requested 
the  FBI's  views  as  to  the  type  of  coverage  to  be  used  on  Joseph  Kraft. 
The  Domestic  Intelligence  Division  of  the  FBI  recommended  "spot"  physical 
surveillance  and  a  survey  to  determine  the  feasibility  of  a  telephone 
wiretap.   Subsequently  Director  Hoover  sent  to  the  Attorney  General  a 
request  that  the  wiretap  be  authorized.  The  spot  physical  surveillance 
was  initiated  on  or  about  November  5,  1969,  and  continued  until 
December  12,  1969,  when  it  was  discontinued  as  unproductive.   The 
Attorney  General  never  signed  an  approval  of  the  wiretap  and  therefore, 
at  that  time,  no  wiretap  was  instituted. 
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1973,  prepared  by  House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 356 


(19) 


18.       In  or  about  January  1970  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman 
permitted  the  information  contained  in  one  of  the  summaries  of  the 
1969-71  wiretaps  to  be  used  in  connection  with  political  action  in 
opposition  to  persons  critical  of  the  Administration's  Vietnam  policy. 
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from  Alexander  Butterfield  to  Jeb  Magruder, 
January  8,  1969  [sic]  (received  from  Department 

of  Justice 362 
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18.4  Memorandum  from  Jeb  Magruder  to  H.  R.  Haldeman 
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Jeb  Magruder  (received  from  Department  of 

Justice) 368 


(20) 


19.    Until  May  13,  1970  summaries  of  "top  secret"  wiretap  material 

were  sent  by  Director  Hoover  to  the  President  and  to  Kissinger.   After 

that  date,  following  a  meeting  among  the  President,  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and 

Haldeman,  the  summaries  were  sent  to  Haldeman  alone.   According  to  the 

FBI,  there  were  37  letters  to  Kissinger  between  May  13,  1969  and  May  11, 

1970;  there  were  34  letters  to  the  President  dated  from  July  10,  1969  to 

May  12,  1970;  there  were  52  letters  to  Haldeman  dated  from  July  10,  1969  to 

February  11,  1971;  and  there  were  15  letters  to  Ehrlichman  dated  from 

July  25,  1969  to  September  22,  1969. 
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35-966  O  -  74  -  pt.  1-3 


20.       On  June  5,  1970  the  President,  H.  R.  Halderaan,  John 
Ehrlichman  and  Presidential  Staff  Assistant  Tom  Huston  met  with  FBI 
Director  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Defense  Intelligence  Agency  Director  Donald 
Bennett,  National  Security  Agenc/  Director  Noel  Gayler,  and  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  Director  Richard  Helms.   The  President  dis- 
cussed the  need  for  better  domestic  intelligence  operations  in  light 
of  an  escalating  level  of  bombings  and  other  acts  of  domestic 
violence.   He  appointed  Hoover,  General  Bennett,  Admiral  Gayler,  and 
Helms  to  be  an  ad  hoc  committee  to  study  intelligence  needs  and  re- 
straints.  He  named  Hoover  as  the  chairman  and  Huston  as  the  White 
House  liaison. 
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21.       On  June  25,  1970  the  Committee  completed  its  report  en- 
titled "Special  Report  Interagency  Committee  on  Intelligence  (Ad  Hoc)" 
known  as  "The  Huston  Plan."  The  report  included  a  discussion  of  the 
current  restraints  on  intelligence  collection  with  respect  to  electronic 
surveillance,  mail  coverage,  surreptitious  entry,  use  of  campus  in- 
formers ,  use  of  military  undercover  agents ,  and  other  intelligence- 
gathering  procedures.   The  Report  set  forth  the  arguments  for  and 
against  maintaining  or  relaxing  existing  restraints  on  the  various 
forms  of  intelligence  collection  and  of  establishing  an  inter-agency 
intelligence  evaluation  committee.   Specific  options  for  expanded  intel- 
ligence operations  were  set  forth  for  the  President's  consideration. 
The  Report  stated  that  two  of  the  proposed  intelligence-gathering  pro- 
cedures, surreptitious  entry  and  opening  first  class  mail,  were  illegal. 
At  Director  Hoover's  insistence,  the  Report  included  notations  that  the 
FBI  objected  to  proposals  for  establishing  a  permanent  coordinating  com- 
mittee and  for  lifting  restraints  on  intelligence  collection  methods  in 
all  categories  except  legal  mail  coverage  and  National  Security  Agency 
communications  intelligence. 
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22.       During  the  first  week  of  July  1970  Huston  sent  the  Special 
Report  and  a  Top  Secret  memorandum  entitled  "Operational  Restraints 
on  Intelligence  Collection"  to  Haldeman.   In  the  memorandum  Huston  re- 
commended that  the  President,  from  among  the  options  discussed  by  the 
Report,  select  in  most  areas  discussed  the  option  relaxing  the  re- 
straints on  intelligence  collection,   Huston  specifically  noted  that 
covert  mail  covers  and  surreptitious  entries  were  illegal  but  nonethe- 
less recommended  that  the  restraints  on  the  use  of  these  techniques 
be  relaxed.   Huston  justified  his  recommendation  in  part  on  the  past 
practices  of  the  FBI.   Huston  also  recommended  the  formation  of  an 
interagency  evaluation  committee,  as  outlined  in  the  Report. 
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23.    On  July  14,  1970  H.  R.  Haldeman  sent  a  Top  Secret  memorandum 
to  Huston  stating  that  the  President  had  approved  Huston's  recommenda- 
tions for  relaxing  restraints  on  intelligence  collection.   Haldeman 
requested  that  a  formal  decision  memorandum  be  prepared.   On  or  about 
July  23,  1970  Huston  prepared  and  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Ad 
Hoc  Committee  a  Top  Secret  decision  memoranduitij  with  copies  to  the 
President  and  Haldeman,  advising  of  the  President's  decision  to  relax 
the  restraints  on  intelligence  gathering  by  use  of  the  techniques  of 
covering  international  communications  facilities,  electronic  sur- 
veillance and  penetrations,  illegal  mail  covers,  surreptitious  entries, 
and  development  of  campus  sources. 
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24.    On  or  before  July  27,  1970,  Director  Hoover  met  with  Attorney 
General  Mitchell,  informed  Mitchell  for  the  first  time  of  the  June  5, 
1970  meeting  and  the  July  23,  1970  decision  memorandum,  and  stated 
Hoover's  opposition  to  the  Plan.   Mitchell  joined  with  Hoover  in 
opposing  the  Plan. 
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25.    On  either  July  27  or  July  28,  1970  Huston,  on  Instructions  from 
Haldeman,  recalled  the  decision  memorandum  of  July  23,  1970  and  requested 
that  the  members  of  the  Ad  Hoc  Committee  return  their  copies  to  the  White 
House.   Haldeman  told  Huston  that  Mitchell  had  called  concerning  the  Plan, 
that  the  memorandum  would  be  reconsidered  and  that  Haldeman,  Hoover  and 
the  Attorney  General  would  meet  to  discuss  the  subject.   Mitchell  has 
testified  that  he  informed  the  President  and  Haldeman  of  his  opposition 
to  the  Plan. 
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26.       In  or  around  August  1970  H.  R.  Kaldeman  transferred  White  House 
responsibility  for  matters  of  domestic  intelligence  for  internal  security 
purposes  from  Tom  Charles  Huston  to  John  Dean.   On  September  17,  1970  Dean 
and  Attorney  General  Mitchell  discussed  procedures  for  commencing  a  domestic 
intelligence  operation.   On  September  18,  1970  Dean  wrote  a  memorandum  to 
the  Attorney  General  regarding  the  establishment  of  an  interagency  domestic 
intelligence  unit  and  the  use  of  an  existing  group  called  the  Inter- 
Divisional  Information  Unit  (IDIU)  as  a  cover  for  the  operation  of  the  new 
unit.   Dean  recommended  that  restraints  should  be  removed  as  necessary  to 
obtain  needed  intelligence  rather  than  on  a  blanket  basis.   Dean  informed 
Mitchell  that  Haldeman  had  suggested  he  would  be  happy  to  join  Mitchell 
in  a  meeting  with  Hoover. 
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27.    In  or  before  December  1970  the  Intelligence  Evaluation  Committee 
was  created  to  improve  coordination  among  the  intelligence  community  and 
to  prepare  evaluations  and  estimates  of  domestic  intelligence. 

Page 

27.1  President  Nixon  statement,  May  22,  1973,  9  Presi- 
dential Documents  693,  695 ^gg 

27.2  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  916,  1064-67 500 

27.3  John  Mitchell  testimony,  4  SSC  1637 505 


(29) 


28.    In  the  latter  part  of  1970  the  Secret  Service  installed  a 
wiretap  on  the  telephone  of  Donald  Nixon,  the  President's  brother, 
in  Newport  Beach,  California,  and  also  instituted  physical  sur- 
veillance.  Caulfield  was  assigned  by  Ehrlichman  to  monitor  and 
report  to  him  on  the  wiretap.   Caulfield  has  testified  that  the 
purpose  of  the  surveillance  was  the  concern  that  Donald  Nixon  might 
be  involved  with  persons  seeking  to  use  him  for  improper  political 
influence  and  thereby  embarrass  the  President.   The  President  has 
stated  that  his  brother  was  aware  of  the  surveillance  while  it  was 
occurring  because  he  asked  about  it,  was  told  about  it,  and  he 
approved  of  it. 
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29.    On  February  10,  1971  in  the  month  before  Director  Hoover  was 
to  appear  before  a  House  Subconmittee  on  Appropriations,  the  FBI 
terminated  the  nine  wiretaps  from  the  1969-71  electronic  surveillance 
program  which  were  still  in  operation. 
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30.       In  June  1971  Dwight  Chapin,  the  President's  Appointments 

Secretary,  and  Gordon  Strachan,  an  aide  to  H.  R.  Haldeman,  recruited 

Donald  Segretti  to  disrupt  the  campaigns  of  candidates  for  the 

Democratic  presidential  nomination.   Shortly  thereafter,  Haldeman  met 

with  Herbert  Kalmbach  and  authorized  Kalmbach  to  pay  out  of  political 

funds  Segretti 's  salary  and  expenses,  which  totaled  $A5,000  during 

the  next  year. 
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31.    On  June  13,  1971  The  New  York  Times  published  the  first 
installment  of  excerpts  from  the  History  of  U.S.  Decision-Making 
Process  on  Viet  Nam  Policy,  popularly  known  as  the  "Pentagon  Papers." 
The  Pentagon  Papers,  prepared  in  1967  and  1968  at  the  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  were  based  largely  upon  CIA  and  State  and 
Defense  Department  documents  classified  "top  secret."  On  June  15,  1971, 
at  the  direction  of  the  President, the  government  instituted  legal 
actions  in  an  unsuccessful  attempt  to  prohibit  further  publication  of 
Pentagon  Papers  material  by  The  New  York  Times  and  by  The  Washington 
Post  which  also  had  gained  access  to  it.   On  that  day,  at  the  request 
of  Attorney  General  Mitchell,  the  FBI  began  an  investigation  to 
determine  how  the  newspapers  had  obtained  copies  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers. 
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32.    Following  the  June  13,  1971  publication  of  the  "Pentagon 
Papers,"  Daniel  Ellsberg  publicly  acknowledged  copying  and  releasing 
the  documents.   On  June  28,  1971  Ellsberg  was  indicted  in  California 
on  charges  of  unauthorized  possession  of  defense  information  and 
conversion  of  government  property,  the  Pentagon  Papers. 
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33.    In  the  two  weeks  following  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers 
the  President  met  at  various  meetings  with  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  Kissinger 
and  Colson.  According  to  Ehrlichman  and  Colson  the  participants  at  these 
meetings  discussed  the  adverse  effect  of  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers  upon  national  security  and  foreign  policy  and  considered  the  pos- 
sibility that  Daniel  Ellsberg,  identified  as  the  probable  source  of  the 
published  papers,  possessed  additional  sensitive  information  that  he 
might  disclose.   During  this  period.  White  House  staff  members  were  told 
by  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Internal  Security  Division 
that  some  or  all  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  had  been  delivered  to  the  Soviet 
Embassy  on  June  17,  1971. 
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34.    The  President  has  stated  that  in  the  week  following  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Pentagon  Papers  he  authorized  the  creation  of  a  Special  In- 
vestigations Unit  whose  principal  purpose  would  be  to  stop  future 
disclosure  of  sensitive  security  matters , and  that  he  looked  to  John 
Ehrlichman  to  supervise  that  unit.   This  unit  became  known  as  the 
"Plumbers." 
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35.  On  June  23,  1971  Haldeman  sent  several  projects  to  Strachan  for 
implementation.  One  of  the  projects  envisaged  24-hour-a-day  surveillance 
of  Senator  Edward  Kennedy.  Caulfield  and  Dean  objected  to  this  project 
because  of  the  risks  involved  and  the  project  was  not  implemented. 
Strachan  has  testified  that  Dean  told  him  that  physical  surveillance  of 
Kennedy  was  in  fact  conducted  on  a  periodic  basis  and  that  Strachan  re- 
ceived reports  on  Kennedy's  activities. 

Page 

35.1  John  Caulfield  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

March  16,  1974,  84-85 656 

35.2  Gordon  Strachan  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

July  12,  1973,  59-60 658 

35.3  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  922-23 660 


(37) 


35-966  O  -  74  ■ 


36.       On  June  25,  1971  Colson  sent  a  memorandum  to  Haldeman  in  which 
he  analyzed  in  detail  the  political  ramifications  of  the  publication  of 
the  first  installments  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  and  government  efforts  to 
halt  further  publication.  He  considered  among  other  things  the  political 
advantages  which  could  accrue  to  the  Administration  from  the  criminal 
prosecution  of  Ellsberg. 
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37.       During  the  last  week  of  June  1971  Haldeman  and  Ehrllchman 
directed  Colson  to  recommend  a  person  to  be  responsible  for  research  about 
the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers.   One  of  Colson 's  several  candi- 
dates for  this  position  was  his  friend  E.  Howard  Hunt,  a  retired  career 
CIA  agent. 
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38.    On  July  1,  1971  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Justice 
Department  sent  a  request  to  the  FBI  asking  whether  there  was  any  elec- 
tronic surveillance  involving  Daniel  Ellsberg.   According  to  the  FBI, 
during  the  operation  of  the  wiretap  program  authorized  by  the  President 
in  1969,  Ellsberg  had  been  overheard  15  times  on  the  telephone  of  Morton 
Halperin,  one  of  the  staff  members  of  the  NSC  whose  telephone  was  tapped. 
But  no  record  of  this  overhearing  was  maintained  in  the  regular  files 

of  the  FBI. 
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39.       On  July  1,  1971  Colson  and  Hunt  discussed  various  aspects  of 
the  Pentagon  Papers  matter.   This  telephone  conversation  was  recorded 
and  transcribed  by  Colson,  and  on  July  2,  1971  he  sent  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  to  Haldeman  with  the  recommendation  that  Haldeman  meet  Hunt. 
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40.    On  July  6,  1971  Colson  informed  Ehrlichman  that  White  House  aide 
and  speech  writer  Patrick  J.  Buchanan,  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 's  first 
choice  to  head  White  House  efforts  on  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter, 
strongly  believed  he  was  not  the  man  for  the  job.   Colson  urged 
Ehrlichman  to  meet  with  Hunt.   On  July  8,  1971,  Buchanan  sent  a  memo- 
randum to  Ehrlichman  recommending  against  the  project  because,  while 
there  were  dividends  to  be  derived  from  "Project  Ellsberg,"  none  would 
justify  the  magnitude  of  the  investigation  being  considered.   Ehrlichman 
forwarded  this  memorandum  to  Haldeman  to  read  and  return. 
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Al.  Effective  July  6,  1971  Hunt  was  hired  as  a  White  House 

consultant  and  assigned  the  task  of  studying  the  Pentagon  Papers  and  the 
origins  of  American  involvement  in  the  Vietnam  war.   On  the  following 
morning,  Colson  introduced  Hunt  to  Ehrlichman. 
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42.    On  July  7,  1971  Ehrlichman  called  General  Robert  Cushman,  Deputy 
Director  of  the  CIA,  and  informed  him  that  Hunt  had  been  asked  by  the 
President  to  perform  special  consultant  work  on  security  problems  and 
that  Hunt  might  be  contacting  Cushman  sometime  in  the  future  for  some 
assistance.   Ehrlichman  told  Cushman  he  should  consider  Hunt  to  have  pretty 
much  carte  blanche.   Prior  to  the  discovery  of  a  transcript  of  Ehrlichman 's 
conversation  with  Cushman,  in  February  1974,  Ehrlichman  testified  that  he 
could  not  recall  this  phone  call,  that  he  was  certain  the  President  did 
not  instruct  him  to  secure  CIA  aid  for  Hunt,  and  that  it  was  not  until 
July  24,  1971  that  the  President  gave  him  special  authority  to  call  on 
the  CIA  for  assistance  in  connection  with  the  work  of  the  Special  Investi- 
gations Unit. 
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43.       By  memorandum  dated  July  6,  1971  entitled  "More  Pentagon  Papers," 
Colson  advised  Ehrlichman  that  the  Brookings  Institution  was  conducting 
a  study  of  American  involvement  in  Vietnam;  Colson  characterized  it  as 
potentially  another  Pentagon  Papers.  According  to  Caulfield,  a  member 
of  Dean's  staff,  Colson  suggested  that  a  fire  be  started  at  the  Brookings 
Institution  in  the  course  of  which  the  papers  could  be  stolen.   Caulfield 
objected  to  the  plan  and  reported  his  objection  to  Dean.   On  July  11, 
1971  Dean  flew  to  San  Clemente  and  told  Ehrlichman  that  the  Brookings 
Institution  plan  should  be  abandoned.   Ehrlichman  caused  the  project  to 
be  cancelled. 
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44.     Between  July  1  and  July  11,  1971  Assistant  FBI  Director  William 
Sullivan  told  Robert  Mardian,  Assistant  Attorney  General  for  Internal 
Security,  that  Sullivan  had  possession  of  the  files  and  logs  of  the 
1969-71  wiretaps,  and  that  the  taps  were  not  entered  in  the  FBI  indices. 
Mardian  has  testified  that  Sullivan  indicated  to  him  that  the  files  were 
extremely  sensitive,  that  Sullivan  was  likely  to  be  forced  out  of  the 
FBI  by  Director  Hoover  with  whom  he  had  disagreed  on  FBI  policy,  and  that 
he  desired  to  turn  over  the  logs  to  Mardian  so  that  Hoover  could  not  use 
them  against  the  White  House.   On  July  11,  1971,  after  seeking  the  advice 
of  Attorney  General  Mitchell  about  what  to  do  about  the  logs  and  files, 
Mardian  flew  to  San  Clemente,  California  on  a  military  courier  flight  to 
report  to  the  President. 
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44.1  Robert  Mardian  interview,  FBI,  May  10,  1973,  1-3 
(received  from  Department  of  Justice) 756 

44.2  William  Ruckelshaus  interrogatories  and  William 
Sullivan  answers  thereto.  May  10,  1973  (received 

from  Department  of  Justice) 759 

44.3  Robert  Mardian  testimony,  6  SSC  2392-93,  2404-05,     — 
2407 766 

44.4  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  920,  1069-70 771 


(46) 


45.    On  July  12,  1971  Robert  Mardian  met  with  the  President  and  John 
Ehrlichman  and  related  William  Sullivan's  concerns  about  the  wiretap 
files  and  logs.   The  President  directed  Mardian  to  obtain  the  1969-71 
files  and  to  deliver  them  to  Ehrlichman.   ilardian  was  also  directed  to 
verify  that  the  copies  of  summaries  sent  to  Kissinger  and  Haldeman 
were  secure. 
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45.1  Robert  Mardian  testimony,  6  SSC  2393,  2405-08 776 

45.2  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  6  SSC  2533-34 781 

45.3  Robert  Mardian  interview,  FBI,  May  10,  1973,  1,  3-4 
(received  from  Department  of  Justice) 783 
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46.        On  July  13,  1971  the  FBI  reported  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  that  a  review  of  the  records  of  the  FBI  revealed  that  no 
conversations  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  had  been  monitored  by  electronic 
surveillance  devices.   On  July  16,  1971  the  FBI  reported  there  had 
been  no  direct  electronic  surveillance  of  Morton  Halperin. 
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46.1  Memorandum  from  Director,  FBI  to  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  Internal  Security  Division, 
July  13,  1971  (received  from  Department  of 
Justice) 790 

46.2  Memorandum  from  Director,  FBI  to  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  Internal  Security  Division, 
July  16,  1971  (received  from  Department  of 
Justice) 791 


(48) 


47.       On  or  about  July  17,  1971  Ehrlichman  assigned  Egil  Krogh,  a 
member  of  Ehrlichman 's  staff,  and  David  Young,  who  was  then  serving 
on  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council,  as  co-chairmen  of  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit. 
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47.1  Egil  Krogh  affidavit.  United  States  v.  Russo, 

May  4,  1973,  1-.2,  7 796 

47.2  John  Ehrlichman  affidavit.  United  States  v. 
Ehrlichman.  April  26,  1974,  1-10 802 

47.3  John  Ehrlichman  log,  July  17,  1971  (received  from 

SSC) 812 

I 

47.4  H.  R.  Haldeman  testimony,  8  SSC  3031 813 

47.5  Organizational  chart  from  files  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit,  undated  (received  from  the 

White  House) 814 
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48.       In  the  week  following  July  17,  1971  Krogh  recruited  Gordon 
Liddy,  an  ex-FBI  agent,  for  the  Special  Investigations  Unit,  and  Colson 
instructed  Hunt  to  report  to  that  unit.   Office  space,  equipped  as  a 
high  security  area  with  a  special  alarm  system  and  a  scrambler  telephone 
was  made  available  in  the  Executive  Office  Building. 
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48.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony.  Senate  Commerce  Committee, 

Krogh  Nomination  Hearings,  January  11,  1973,  73-75..  816 

48.2  John  Ehrllchman  testimony,  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
Ehrlichman,  June  8,  1973,  590-91  (received  from  Los 
Angeles  County  Grand  Jury) 819 

48.3  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
Ehrlichman,  June  6,  1973,  222-24  (received  from  Los 
Angeles  County  Grand  Jury) 821 

48.4  Charles  Colson  testimony.  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session,  June  19, 
1973,  453-54 824 
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49.    During  the  period  from  .July  1971  to  December  1971  Ehrlichman 
authorized  Gordon  Llddy  to  conduct  an  unspecified  number  of  wiretaps 
on  persons  whose  names  have  not  been  disclosed. 
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49.1  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  6  SSC  2535 828 


(51) 


50.     Charles  Colson's  responsibility  with  respect  to  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  was  to  disseminate  the  information  obtained  by 
the  Unit.   In  this  connection,  Colson  prepared  memoranda  to  Ehrllchman 
concerning  efforts  undertaken  to  encourage  Congress  to  hold  hearings 
on  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter. 
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50.1  Charles  Colson  testimony.  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session,  June  19, 
1973,  454-55  (received  from  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee) 830 

50.2  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 
September  10,  1973,  100  (received  from  SSC) 832 

50.3  John  Ehrlichman  testimnny,  7  SSC  2670 833 

50.4  Document  entitled  Elements  of  Project  "Et  Al"  and 
Agency  Responsible,  from  the  files  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  (received  from  White  House) 834 

50.5  Memorandum  from  Charles  Colson  to  John  Ehrlichman, 

July  14,  1971  (received  from  White  House) 835 

50.6  Memorandum  for  the  record  from  David  Young,  July  20, 
1971  (received  from  White  House) 837 

50.7  Memorandum  from  Charles  Colson  to  John  Ehrlichman, 

July  26,  1971  (received  from  White  House) 841 
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51.       On  July  22,  1971  Howard  Hunt  met  CIA  Deputy  Director 
Cushman  and  asked  for  CIA  aid  in  connection  with  an  interview  Hunt 
was  going  to  have  with  an  unidentified  person.   The  CIA  provided 
Hunt  with,  among  other  things,  material  for  physical  disguise  and 
voice  alteration,  and  "alias"  identification  in  the  name  of  "Edward 
Warren."  The  material  furnished  to  Hunt  was  intended  to  be  used  by 
Hunt  to  interview  one  Clifton  DeMotte  who  was  believed  to  have  informa- 
tion reflecting  unfavorably  on  certain  members  of  the  Kennedy  political 
grouping. 
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51.1  Robert  Cushman  testimony,  8  SSC  3291-92 844 

51.2  Transcript  of  tape  recorded  conversation  between 
Cushman  and  Howard  Hunt,  July  22,  1971,  SSC  Exhibit 

No.  124,  8  SSC  3383-89 ..  846 

51.3  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  9  SSC  3677.0 853 

51.4  CIA  employee  affidavit.  May  18,  1973  (received 

from  CIA)  1-2,  7 854 

51.5  CIA  employee  affidavit.  May  9,  1973  (received 

from  CIA)  1-2 ,  6 857 

51.6  Robert  Cushman  testimony.  Subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session, 

May  11,  1973,  158-59 860 
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52.    On  July  24,  1971  commencing  at  12:36  p.m.,  the  President  held  a 
meeting  with  Ehrlichman  and  Krogh.   The  day  before  The  New  York  Times 
had  published  a  story  revealing  details  of  the  U.  S.  negotiating  position 
in  the  Strategic  Arms  Limitation  (SALT)  talks  then  in  progress.   At  the 
July  24  meeting  there  was  a  discussion  of  efforts  to  identify  the  source 
of  the  SALT  leak  and  the  use  of  a  polygraph  on  State  Department  personnel 
suspected  of  being  the  source  of  the  leak. 
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52.1  New  York  Times,  July  23,  1971,  1,4 864 

52.2  Tape  recording  of  meeting  among  the  President,  John 
Ehrlichman  and  Egil  Krogh,  July  24,  1971,  12:36  to 
12:48  p.m.,  and  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript 
thereof 867 
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53.       Following  the  meeting  among  the  President,  Ehrlichman  and 
Krogh  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  conducted  an  investigation  of 
the  SALT  leak,  and  received  the  assistance  of  the  CIA  in  obtaining 
polygraph  equipment  and  operators. 
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53.1  President  Nixon  statement,  May  22,  1973,  9  Presi- 
dential Documents  693 ,  696 888 

53.2  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  6  SSC  2533 890 

53.3  Donald  Stewart  interview,  SSC,  July  24,  1973,  1-2 
(received  from  SSC) 891 

53.4  House  Judiciary  Committee  summary  of  CIA  Director 
of  Security  testimony,  Subcommittee  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  Executive  Session,  May  24, 
1973,  393 895 
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54.    Sometime  prior  to  July  27,  1971  Young  asked  the  Director 
of  Security  of  the  CIA  to  have  a  psychological  profile  of  Ellsberg 
prepared.   The  project  was  personally  authorized  by  CIA  Director 
Helms.   Young  told  both  Helms  and  the  CIA  Director  of  Security  that 
it  was  Ehrlichman's  wish  that  the  CIA  undertake  the  project.   By 
memorandum  dated  July  27,  1971  Young  and  Krogh  advised  Ehrlichman 
that  preparation  of  the  profile  was  underway. 
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54.1  Richard  Helms  testimony.  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  Nomination  of  Richard  Helms  to  be 
Ambassador  to  Iran  and  CIA  International  and 
Domestic  Activities,  May  21,  1973,  62-63 898 

54.2  CIA  employee  affidavit.  May  9,  1973  and  CIA 
Director  of  Security  memorandum,  August  3, 

1973  (received  from  CIA) 900 

54.3  Memorandum  from  Egil  Krogh  and  David  Young  to 
John  Ehrlichman,  July  27,  1971  (received  from 

White  House) 905 

54.4  Richard  Helms  testimony,  8  SSC  3235 909 
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55.       Hunt  sent  a  memorandum  dated  July  28,  1971  to  Colson  entitled 
"Neutralization  of  Ellsberg."  Hunt  proposed  the  building  of  a  file  on 
Ellsberg  to  contain  all  available  overt,  covert  and  derogatory  informa- 
tion in  order  to  determine  how  to  destroy  Ellsberg 's  public  image  and 
credibility.   Hunt  suggested  that  Ellsberg's  psychiatric  files  be  ob- 
tained.  Hunt  suggested  a  CIA  psychological  assessment/evaluation  on 
Ellsberg.   Colson  has  testified  that  he  forwarded  Hunt's  memorandum  to 
Krogh.   By  memorandum  dated  August  3,  1971  Young  reported  to  Colson  that 
the  psychological  profile  and  certain  other  items  mentioned  in  Hunt's 
memorandum  were  already  underway  and  that  the  other  suggestions  in 
Hunt's  memorandum  were  under  consideration. 
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55.1  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  9  SSC  3674-75 912 
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July  28,  1971,  SSC  Exhibit  No.  150,  9  SSC  3886 914 
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56.     In  August  1971  William  Sullivan  delivered  to  Robert  Mardian  the 
files  and  logs  respecting  the  1969-71  wiretaps  and  the  FBI  surevillances 
on  Joseph  Kraft.   Shortly  thereafter  Mardian  delivered  these  records  to 
the  White  House.   According  to  Mardian,  when  the  materials  were  delivered 
by  him  to  the  White  House  Henry  Kissinger  and  Alexander  Haig  were  present 
and  assured  themselves  that  the  summaries  of  wiretap  information  were 
identical  to  the  summaries  that  Kissinger  had  previously  received. 
A  similar  check  was  made  with  Haldeman  as  to  summaries  sent  to  him. 
Mardian  has  stated  that  two  of  the  summaries  sent  to  Haldeman  were 
missing  from  Haldeman's  records.   Mardian  then  delivered  the  files  and 
wiretap  logs  to  the  Oval  Office  of  the  White  House. 
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57.       On  July  29,  1971  the  President  sent  a  letter  to  FBI  Director 
Hoover  asking  him  to  furnish  Krogh  with  files  containing  material  about 
the  investigation  of  Ellsberg  and  the  Pentagon  Papers.   In  response, 
on  August  3,  1971,  Hoover  sent  Krogh  copies  of  FBI  interviews  and  other 
material.   In  connection  with  its  investigation  of  the  disclosure  and 
publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers,  the  Special  Investigations  Unit 
also  from  time  to  time  received  information  from  the  Department  of 
Defense,  the  Department  of  State  and  other  government  agencies. 
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57.2  Letter  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover  to  Egil  Krogh, 

August  3,  1971,  SSC  Exhibit  No.  94,  6  SSC  2655 953 
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57.6  Memorandum  from  Egil  Krogh  and  David  Young 
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White  House) 963 
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58.     In  the  week  prior  to  August  5,  1971  Krogh,  Young,  Hunt  and  Liddy 
discussed  information  that  the  FBI  had  sought  to  interview  Ellsberg's 
psychiatrist,  Lewis  Fielding,  but  that  Fielding  had  refused  to  discuss 
anything  involving  any  of  his  patients.   There  was  discussion  about 
someone  going  into  Fielding's  office  to  find  whatever  information  there 
was  about  Ellsberg.   Liddy  said  that  when  he  was  in  the  FBI  he  had  been 
involved  in  an  entry  operation.   There  was  discussion  of  whether  Cuban 
Americans  who  had  worked  with  Hunt  on  the  Bay  of  Pigs  invasion  might 
be  available  to  make  the  actual  entry  into  Fielding's  office. 
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58.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
January  30,  1974,  23-26 968 

58.2  David  Young  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
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58.3  Lewis  Fielding  affidavit.  United  States  v.  Russo, 
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59.    On  or  about  August  5,  1971  Krogh  and  Young  reported  to  Ehrlichman 
that  the  FBI  had  been  unable  to  gain  access  to  Fielding's  files  on 
Ellsberg.   They  told  Ehrlichman  that  to  examine  these  records  something 
other  than  regular  channels  through  the  FBI  or  through  the  ongoing  agencies 
would  have  to  be  undertaken.   Krogh  told  Ehrlichman  that  there  were 
individuals  in  the  unit  and  individuals  available  who  had  professional 
experience  in  this  kind  of  investigation.   Ehrlichman  said  that  he  would 
think  about  it.   Ehrlichman  has  stated  that  he  discussed  with  the  Presi- 
dent the  need  to  send  Hunt  and  Liddy  to  California  to  pursue  the  Ellsberg 
investigation  and  the  President  responded  that  Krogh  should  do  whatever 
was  necessary  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  matter  —  to  learn  Daniel 
Ellsberg' s  motive  and  potential  for  further  action. 
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59.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
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60.  According  to  a  document  in  the  file  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  entitled  "Specific  Projects  as  of  August  10, 
1971,"  in  addition  to  the  investigation  of  Ellsberg  and  the  Pentagon 
Papers  and  the  SALT  disclosure,  the  Unit  undertook  projects  with  re- 
spect to  an  analysis  of  leaks,  press  regulations,  classification  and 
declassification  systems,  the  cancellation  of  software  contracts  and 
a  polygraph  study. 
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60.1  Document  entitled  "Specific  Projects  as  of 

August  10,  1971"  from  the  files  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  (received  from  White  House)..,.  1006 
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61.       On  August  11,  1971  the  CIA  delivered  to  Krogh  and  Young  a 
psychological  profile  on  Ellsberg  dated  August  9,  1971.   On  the  same 
day  Krogh  and  Young  submitted  a  written  status  report  to  Ehrlichman 
on  the  entire  Pentagon  Papers  project.   The  report  referred  to  the 
psychological  profile  of  Ellsberg  that  had  been  received,  but  stated 
that  Krogh  and  Young  considered  it  to  be  superficial.   Krogh  and 
Young  recommended  that  a  covert  operation  be  undertaken  to  examine 
all  the  medical  files  still  held  by  Ellsberg 's  psychoanalyst  covering 
the  two  year  period  in  which  Ellsberg  was  undergoing  analysis. 
Ehrlichman  stated  his  approval  of  the  recommendation  if  done  with  Krogh 
and  Young's  assurance  that  it  was  not  traceable.   Copies  of  the  August  11 
status  report  which  were  furnished  by  the  White  House  to  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  had  the  paragraph  recommending  a  covert  operation 
and  Ehrlichman 's  approval  deleted. 
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61.1  CIA  Director  of  Security  affidavit.  May  9,  1973 
(received  from  CIA)  1,  3-4 1008 

61.2  Letter  from  CIA  Director  of  Security  to  David  Young, 
August  11,  1971  (received  from  CIA) 1011 

61.3  Preliminary  psychological  study,  August  9,  1971 
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61.4  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  6  SSC  2545-46 1020 

61.5  Memorandum  from  Egil  Krogh  and  David  Young  to  John 
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Exhibit  No.  90,  6  SSC  2643-45 1022 

61.6  Memorandum  from  Egil  Krogh  and  David  Young  to  John 
Ehrlichman,  August  11,  1971  (received  from  Wiite 
House) 1025 
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62.       By  memorandum  dated  August  11,  1971  Young  contacted  the  State 
Department  to  enable  Hunt  to  review  and  obtain  copies  of  State  Department 
cable  files  covering  Vietnam  during  1963.   At  an  earlier  date  shortly 
after  Hunt  was  employed  at  the  White  House,  Hunt  and  Colson  had  talked 
to  Colonel  Lucien  Conein,  a  retired  CIA  employee  formerly  stationed  in 
Vietnam  who  was  familiar  with  the  events  leading  up  to  the  overthrow  and 
death  of  South  Vietnamese  President  Diem  in  1963.   Hunt  has  testified 
that  on  the  basis  of  material  in  the  State  Department  files  and  apparent 
omissions  from  the  files  he  concluded  that  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Kennedy  Administration  had  been  implicitly  responsible  for  the 
assassination  of  Diem  and  his  brother.   Hunt  fabricated  cables  designed  to 
implicate  the  Kennedy  Administration  in  the  deaths.   Hunt  then  took  steps 
to  have  the  cables  publicized.   Hunt  has  testified  that  he  was  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  Colson.   Colson  has  denied  this.   The  copies 
of  the  State  Department  cables  and  the  forged  cables  were  taken  from 
Hunt's  safe  in  June  1972  and  delivered  to  L.  Patrick  Gray,  who  later 
destroyed  them. 
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62.3  Memorandum  from  CIA  Director  of  Security  to  Inspec- 
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63.     On  August  12,  1971  Yoimg,  Hunt  and  Liddy  met  with  the  CIA  staff 
psychiatrist  who  had  directed  the  preparation  of  the  Ellsberg  psychological 
profile  to  discuss  further  development  of  the  profile.   Young  told  the 
psychiatrist  of  Ehrlichman's  and  Kissinger's  personal  interest  in  the 
profile  and  stated  that  the  President  had  been  informed  of  the  study. 
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63.1  CIA  staff  psychiatrist  affidavit.  May  9,  1973,  1-4 
(received  from  CIA) 1082 

63.2  CIA  staff  psychiatrist  testimony.  Subcommittee  of 

the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session, 

May  10,  1973,  111-12 109C 

63.3  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  9  SSC  3805-06 1092 
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64.     In  discussions  in  mid-August  1971  concerning  the  plan  to  gain 
access  to  Dr.  Fielding's  files  on  Ellsberg,  Krogh  and  Young  told  Hunt 
and  Liddy  not  to  be  present  when  the  operation  was  executed  because  of 
their  association  with  the  White  House.   During  this  period  Hunt  went  to 
Miami,  Florida  where  he  recruited  Bernard  Barker  for  the  operation. 
Barker  had  worked  with  Hunt  in  connection  with  the  Bay  of  Pigs  invasion. 
Barker  then  recruited  Felipe  DeDiego  and  Eugenio  Martinez,  who  had 
participated  in  intelligence  work  with  Barker  on  previous  occasions. 
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64.1  Egil  Krogh  affidavit.  United  States  v.  Russo, 

May  4,  1973,  1,  4,  7 1096 

64.2  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,   9  SSC  3773 1102 

64.3  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
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64.4  Bernard  Barker  testimony,  1  SSC  357,  375-76 1108 


(67) 


65.    On  or  about  August  19,  1971  Daniel  Schorr,  a  television 
commentator  for  CBS  News,  was  invited  to  the  White  House  to  meet 
with  Presidential  aides  in  connection  with  an  allegedly  unfavorable 
news  analysis  by  Schorr  of  a  Presidential  speech.   Thereafter,  while 
traveling  with  the  President,  Haldeman  directed  Lawrence  Higby,  one 
of  his  aides,  to  obtain  an  FBI  background  report  on  Schorr.   The  FBI, 
following  Higby 's  request,  conducted  an  extensive  investigation  of 
Schorr.   The  FBI  immediately  interviewed  25  persons  in  seven  hours, 
including  members  of  Schorr's  family,  friends,  employers,  and  the 
like.   Schorr  never  consented  to  such  an  investigation.   Following 
public  disclosure  of  the  investigation,  the  White  House  stated  that 
Schorr  was  investigated  in  connection  with  a  potential  appointment 
as  an  assistant  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Environmental  Quality  Council. 
He  was  never  appointed.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  Schorr  was  not 
being  considered  for  any  federal  appointment  and  that  he  could  not 
remember  why  the  request  was  made. 
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65.1  Daniel  Schorr  testimony,  Subcommittee  of  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee  Hearings  on  Freedom  of  the 
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65.3  Lawrence  Higby  interview,  SSC,  June  22,  1973,  i,  4 
(received  from  SSC) 1122 

65.4  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  1071 1124 
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66.    On  August  19,  1971  Krogh  and  Young  informed  Ehrlichman  that 
Colson  had  been  instructed  by  the  President  to  get  something  out  on  the 
Pentagon  Papers.   On  August  24,  1971  Ehrlichman  forwarded  to  Colson  a 
memorandum  on  Leonard  Boudin,  Daniel  Ellsberg's  attorney,  which  was 
prepared  by  Howard  Hunt.   Colson  released  the  Hunt  memorandum  to  a 
newspaper  reporter. 
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66.2  Memorandum  from  Egil  Krogh  and  David  Young  to  John 
Ehrlichman,  August  19,  1971  (received  from  White 
House) 1127 

66.3  Memorandum  from  John  Ehrlichman  to  Charles  Colson, 
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White  House) 1128 
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66.6  Transcript  of  proceedings.  United  States  v.  Colson, 
June  3,  1974,  4-11 1142 
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67.       On  August  25,  1971  Hunt  requested  and  received  from  the  CIA 
alias  identification  and  disguise  material  for  Liddy  and  a  camera  con- 
cealed in  a  tobacco  pouch.   Later  that  day  Hunt  and  Liddy  flew  to  Los 
Angeles  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  about  Ellsberg  and 
the  Pentagon  Papers  disclosure.   While  in  Los  Angeles  Hunt  and  Liddy 
sought  to  determine  the  feasibility  of  an  operation  to  gain  access  to 
Dr.  Fielding's  files.   Hunt  and  Liddy  took  photographs  of  the  interior 
and  exterior  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office.   Upon  Hunt's  return  from  Los 
Angeles  on  either  August  26  or  27,  1971  a  CIA  employee  met  Hunt  at  the 
airport,  had  the  film  processed  and  returned  the  prints  to  Hunt  the 
same  day.   Hunt  and  Liddy  showed  the  photographs  to  Krogh  and  Young  and 
reported  that  a  surreptitious  entry  was  feasible. 
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67.3  CIA  employee  affidavit.  May  9,  1973  and  letter 
from  John  Warner  to  William  Merrill,  September  5, 

1973  (received  from  CIA) 1156 

67.4  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

June  12,  1973,  270 1165 

67.5  John  Ehrlichman  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
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68.       On  August  26,  1971  Young  sent  a  memorandum  to  Ehrlichman 
stating  that  the  plan  was  to  develop  slowly  a  negative  picture  around 
the  whole  Pentagon  study  affair  (preparation  to  puolication)  and  to 
identify  Ellsberg's  associates  and  supporters  on  the  new  left  with  this 
negative  image.   The  memorandum  referred  to  material  to  be  developed 
from  the  present  Hunt/Liddy  Project  #1.   The  memo  stated  that  it  would 
be  absolutely  essential  to  have  an  overall  game  plan  developed  for  its 
use  in  conjunction  with  a  Congressional  investigation.   On  the  follow- 
ing day  Ehrlichman  sent  a  memorandum  to  Colson  requesting  a  game  plan 
for  the  use  of  materials  obtained  from  Hunt/Liddy  Special  Project  #1. 
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Ehrlichman,  June  8,  1973,  648-49  (received  from 

Los  Angeles  County  Grand  Jury) 1222 
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69.       On  August  27,  1971  CIA  Deputy  Director  Cushman  telephoned 
Ehrlichman  to  request  that  Hunt  be  restrained  in  his  requests  to  the 
CIA  for  further  assistance.   Hunt  had  requested  from  the  CIA  such 
items  as  a  stenographer,  credit  cards,  and  an  office  in  New  York 
with  a  phone  listed  in  Nev;  York  that  could  be  monitored  in  Washington. 
Ehrlichman  agreed  that  the  CIA  need  not  meet  Hunt's  additional  requests. 
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69.1  Robert  Cushman  testimony,  8  SSC  3293-94 1226 

69.2  Memorandum  for  the  record,  August  30,  1971,  and 
routing  slip,  August  31,  1971,  SSC  Exhibit  No.  122, 

8  SSC  3377-79 1228 

69.3  John  Ehrlichman  testimony.  Senate  Appropriations 
Subcommittee,  Executive  Session,  May  30,  1973, 

239 1231 

69.4  CIA  employee  affidavit.  May  18,  1973  (received  from 
CIA) 1232 
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70.       Krogh  and  Young  have  testified  that  they  telephoned  Ehrlichman 
at  Cape  Cod  on  or  about  August  30,  1971  and  reported  that  Hunt  and 
Liddy  had  returned  from  California  and  reported  that  a  covert  operation 
could  be  undertaken  and  would  not  be  traceable.  Ehrlichman  gave  his 
approval.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  does  not  recall  receiving 
this  telephone  call. 
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70.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
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August  22,  1973,  57-59 1242 
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71.       Prior  to  September  2,  1971  either  Krogh  (according  to  Krogh)  or 
Ehrlichman  (according  to  Colson)  requested  Colson  to  obtain  $5,000.   The 
money  was  to  be  used  to  finance  the  Fielding  operation.   Colson  requested 
Joseph  Baroody,  a  Washington  public  relations  consultant,  to  deliver  $5,000 
to  Krogh  who  turned  it  over  to  Liddy.   Several  weeks  later  Colson  caused 
Baroody  to  be  repaid  with  $5,000  from  a  political  contribution  by  a 
dairy  industry  political  organization. 
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71.1  Charles  Colson  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
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1973,  33-35 1269 

71.8  Marion  Harrison  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 
December  4,  1973,  43-45  (received  from  SSC) 1272 
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72.       On  or  about  September  2,  1971  Himt  and  Liddy  flew  to  Chicago 
where  they  purchased  cameras  and  walkie-talkies.   Then  they  flew  to 
Los  Angeles  where  they  met  Barker,  Martinez  and  DeDiego  and  purchased  a 
crow  bar,  glass  cutter,  and  other  burglary  tools.   On  the  night  of 
September  3,  1971,  Barker,  Martinez  and  DeDiego  entered  Dr.  Fielding's 
office  by  breaking  a  first  floor  window  of  the  building  and  breaking 
open  the  door  to  Dr.  Fielding's  second  floor  office.   The  file  cabinets 
and  desk  in  Dr.  Fielding's  office  were  broken  into  and  searched.   Liddy 
maintained  a  watch  outside  the  building  while  Hunt,  who  was  in  communica- 
tion by  walkie-talkie,  watched  Dr.  Fielding's  residence.   Barker,  Martinez 
and  DeDiego  have  testified  that  they  did  not  locate  any  file  on  Ellsberg 
and  that  no  information  was  obtained.   Dr.  Fielding  has  testified  that 
his  file  cabinet  had  been  broken  into  and  the  file  on  Ellsberg  withdrawn. 
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73.       On  or  about  September  7,  1971  Hunt  and  Liddy  delivered  reports 
to  Krogh  and  Young  which  included  photographs  of  the  physical  damage  to 
Dr.  Fielding's  office.  Hunt  and  Liddy  recommended  a  further  operation 
to  seek  the  files  at  Dr.  Fielding's  home.  Krogh  reported  these  facts 
to  Ehrlichman.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  the  action  far  exceeded 
the  authorization  he  had  given  and  disapproved  any  further  covert 
activity.   On  the  same  day  Hunt  testified  that  he  sought  to  discuss  the 
entry  into  Fielding's  office  with  Colson.   Colson  testified  he  declined 
to  discuss  the  matter. 
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73.1  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
Ehrlichman,  June  6,  1973,  307-14  (received  from 

Los  Angeles  County  Grand  Jury) 1302 

73.2  Egil  Krogh  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No  2, 
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73.5  Charles  Colson  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
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74.       At  10:45  a.m.  on  September  8,  1971  Ehrlichman  met  with  Krogh 
and  Young  and  they  discussed  the  Fielding  break-in.   At  1:45  that 
afternoon  Ehrlichman  telephoned  the  President  and  between  3:26  p.m.  and 
5:10  p.m.  Ehrlichman  met  with  the  President.   Ehrlichman  has  testified 
that  he  did  not  tell  the  President  about  the  Fielding  break-in.   On 
September  10,  1971  Ehrli  hman  met  with  the  President  from  3:03  to  3:51 
p.m.  and  at  4:00  p.m.  Ehrlichman  met  with  Krogh  and  Young. 
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75.       In  August  or  September  1971,  Caulfield  submitted  to  John  Dean 
a  written  proposal  for  a  political  intelligence  operation  entitled 
Operation  Sandwedge  with  a  budget  of  $511,000.   The  proposal  specified 
both  clandestine  offensive  and  defensive  operations,  including  a  black 
bag  capability.   The  budget  included  an  item  of  $15,000  for  Equipment- 
Electronic  Surveillance.  During  September  and  October  1971,  Strachan 
informed  Haldeman  that  the  proposal  had  been  considered  by  Dean  and 
Attorney  General  Mitchell.   Haldeman  instructed  Scrachan  to  arrange 
a  meeting  with  Mitchell  to  discuss  pending  matters  including  the  Sandwedge 
plan.   On  November  4,  1971  Haldeman,  Mitchell,  Magruder  and  Strachan  dis- 
cussed the  plan.   Operation  Sandwedge  was  never  instituted.   On  November 
24,  1971  Mitchell  discussed  with  Caulfield  a  position  at  CRP. 
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75.7  Gordon  Strachan  testimony,  SSC  Executive 

Session,  July  12,  1973,  26-27,  61  1365 

75.8  John  Mitchell  testimony,  4  SSC  1605 1368 
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76.    Between  September  1971  and  June  16,  1972  Donald  Segretti  hired 
operatives  to  infiltrate  the  campaigns  of  various  Democratic  candidates, 
placed  Senator  Edmund  Muskie  under  physical  surveillance,  disrupted 
campaign  activities,  and  printed  false  and  scurrilous  materials  attri- 
buted to  various  Democratic  candidates.   These  publications,  in  violation 
of  18  U.S.C.  Section  612,  were  mailed  by  Segretti  to  Dwight  Chapin,  the 
President's  appointments  secretary.   During  this  same  period,  CRP  employed 
individuals  to  infiltrate  the  Muskie,  Humphrey  and  McGovem  campaign 
staffs.   These  individuals  were  assigned  code  names  such  as  Sedan  Chair 
II  and  Fat  Jack  and  supplied  documents  and  intelligence  information 
about  the  Democratic  campaigns.   Strachan  has  testified  that  a  Sedan 
Chair  II  report  was  included  in  a  Political  Matters  Memorandum  sent  by 
Strachan  to  Haldeman. 
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77.       On  November  1,  1971  John  Ehrlichman  was  informed  by  Egil  Krogh 
and  David  Young  in  a  memorandum  that  the  prosecution  of  Daniel  Ellsberg 
would  be  more  difficult  because  (1)  Ellsberg  gave  classified  information 
to  the  press,  not  to  a  foreign  power,  (2)  a  few  months  after  Ellsberg 
went  public,  the  Department  of  Defense  published  virtually  the  same 
materials,  and  (3)  there  had  been  no  apparent  damage  as  a  result  of 
Ellsberg 's  disclosures. 
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78.    Prior  to  November  9,  1971  members  of  the  Plumbers  Unit  had 
conversed  with  the  CIA  staff  psychiatrist  who  had  directed  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Ellsberg  psychological  profile,  and  had  sent  materials  to 
the  CIA  to  be  used  in  the  development  of  that  profile.   On  November  9, 
1971  CIA  Director  Richard  Helms  wrote  to  David  Young  stating  that  the 
CIA's  involvement  in  preparation  of  the  Ellsberg  profile  should  not  be 
revealed  in  any  context.   On  November  12,  1971  the  CIA  delivered  to 
the  Plumbers  an  expanded  psychological  profile  of  Daniel  Ellsberg. 
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78.2  Memoranda  among  CIA  employees,  November  9  and 

November  8,  1971  (received  from  CIA) 1408 

78.3  Letter  from  Richard  Helms  to  David  Young, 

November  9 ,  1971  (received  from  CIA) 1412 

78.4  CIA  assessment  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  delivered  to 
David  Young  in  early  November  1971  (received 

from  CIA) 1414 
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79.    On  December  14,  1971  after  publication  in  a  newspaper  column 
of  facts  about  the  U.  S.  position  on  the  India-Pakistan  War,  Krogh  and 
Young  were  assigned  to  investigate  the  disclosure.   Krogh  was  dropped 
from  the  Unit  on  December  20,  1971  after  he  refused  to  authorize  specific 
wiretaps.   Subsequently,  four  FBI  wiretaps  were  authorized  and  instituted, 
and  Young  pursued  the  investigation  that  coincidentally  uncovered  the 
fact  that  classified  documents  were  being  passed  to  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  from  the  military  liaison  office  at  the  National  Security  Council 
in  the  White  House.   The  FBI  files  contain  no  written  instructions  or 
authorization  from  either  the  Attorney  General  or  the  White  House.   The 
records  of  these  taps  were  kept  completely  isolated  from  regular  FBI 
files,  and  they  were  not  entered  in  the  electronic  surveillance  indices. 
Young  rendered  a  report  on  the  investigation  in  early  January  1972,  but 
the  taps  continued  past  that  date,  the  last  being  terminated  June  20, 
1972.   The  liaison  office  was  abolished. 
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80.    On  or  about  December  14,  1971  Gordon  Liddy  left  the  White  House 
staff  to  become  counsel  to  CRP  and  then  later  to  FCRP. 
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December  6,  1971  (received  from  White  House) 1442 
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81.     On  December  29,  1971,  a  fifteen  count  indictment  of  Daniel 
Ellsberg  was  filed  alleging  viola.tions  of  the  conspiracy  statutes,  and 
statutes  prohibiting  the  unauthorized  distribution  of  classified  informa- 
tion and  misappropriation  of  government  property.   No  counts  were  included 
alleging  the  transmission  of  documents  to  a  foreign  country  or  representa- 
tives of  a  foreign  country  because  evidence  was  not  developed  to  support 
such  a  charge. 


Page 

81.1  United  States  v.  Russo  indictment,  December  29, 

1971 1450 

81.2  David  Nissen  affidavit  in  response  to  oral  inter- 
rogatories, March  14,  1974,  27-28 1475 
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35-966  O  -  74  -  pt.  1-7 


82.    On  December  30,  1971  Attorney  General  John  Mitchell  received  a 
letter  from  Ehrlichman  renewing  Ehrlichman's  suggestion  that  the 
Attorney  General  consider  a  voluntary  non-suit  of  the  Ellsberg  prose- 
cution. 
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82.1  Memorandum  from  John  Ehrlichman  to  John  Mitchell, 
December  29,  1971,  with  attached  memorandum 
of  December  27,  1971,  (received  from  Department 
of  Justice) 1^78 
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83.       On  February  11,  1972  at  the  direction  of  Haldeman  and 
Attorney  General  John  Mitchell,  Gordon  Liddy  and  Howard  Hunt  met 
with  Donald  Segretti  in  Miami  to  review  Segretti's  activities.   This 
meeting  was  in  response  to  a  memorandum  sent  to  Haldeman  and  Mitchell 
entitled  "Matter  of  Potential  Embarrassment"  prepared  by  vTeb  Magruder, 
which  stated  that  Segretti  should  be  under  Liddy 's  control.   This 
memorandum  was  destroyed  by  Gordon  Strachan  on  June  20,  1972.   Hunt 
has  testified  that  he  and  Liddy  recommended  that  Segretti's  operation 
be  terminated,  but  that  their  recommendation  was  overruled. 
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84.      On  May  27,  and  June  17,  1972   five  men  under  the  supervision 
of  Liddy  and  Hunt,  entered  the  offices  of  the  DNC  at  the  Watergate 
office  building  for  the  purpose  of  gathering  political  intelligence  and 
effecting  electronic  surveillance.   Two  of  these  five,  Bernard  Barker 
and  Eugenio  Martinez,  had  participated  with  Liddy  and  Hunt  in  the 
break-in  at  the  offices  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist. 
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84.1  James  McCord  testimony,  1  SSC  128,  156-57 1496 

84.2  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  9  SSC  3710-11 1499 

84.3  Eugenio  Martinez  testimony.  Grand  Jury, 
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85.     On  or  about  June  8,  1972  in  the  course  of  pretrial  proceedings 
in  the  Ellsberg  case,  the  Government,  in  response  to  an  order  of  the 
Court,  stated  in  an  affidavit  which  was  filed  in  the  case  that  there 
had  been  no  electronic  surveillance  of  conversations  of  Daniel 
Ellsberg.   This  statement  was  repeated  in  affidavits  filed  on 
December  14,  1972  and  February  23,  1973. 
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85.1  Daniel  J.  McAuliffe  affidavit.  United  States  v. 

Russo,  June  8,  1972 1504 

85.2  A.  William  Olson  affidavit.  United  States  v. 

Russo,  December  13,  1972 1506 

85.3  A.  William  Olson  affidavit.  United  States  v. 
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86.      On  June  20  or  21,  1972  Fred  LaRue,  Special  Assistant  to  CRP 
Campaign  Director  John  Mitchell,  and  Robert  Mardian,  an  official  of 
CRP  acting  as  its  counsel,  met  in  LaRue 's  apartment  with  Gordon  Liddy. 
Liddy  told  LaRue  and  Mardian  that  certain  persons  involved  in  the 
Watergate  break- ins  previously  had  been  involved  in  operations  of 
the  White  House  "Plumbers"  unit,  including  the  entry  into  the  offices 
of  Daniel  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist.  Liddy  told  Mardian  and  LaRue 
that  commitments  for  bail  money,  maintenance  and  legal  services  had 
been  made  to  those  arrested  in  connection  with  the  DNC  break-in  and 
that  Hunt  felt  it  was  CRP's  obligation  to  provide  bail  money  and  to 
get  his  men  out  of  jail. 
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87.      On  or  about  June  21,  1972  Mardian  and  LaRue  met  with  John 
Mitchell  and  told  him  of  their  meeting  with  Liddy,  including  Liddy's 
statements  about  the  break-in  into  the  office  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's 
psychiatrist.   Mitchell  was  also  advised  of  Liddy's  request  for  bail 
money  and  of  Liddy's  statement  that  he  got  his  approval  in  the  V/hite 
House.   Mitchell  instructed  Mardian  to  tell  Liddy  that  bail  money 
would  not  be  forthcoming.   Mitchell  has  testified  that  he  refrained 
from  advising  the  President  of  what  he  had  learned  because  he  did 
not  think  it  appropriate  for  the  President  to  have  that  type  of 
knowledge,  and  that  he  believed  that  knowledge  would  cause  the 
President  to  take  action  detrimental  to  the  campaign  and  that  the  best 
thing  to  do  was  just  to  keep  the  lid  on  through  the  election. 
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88.      On  June  23,  1972  H.  R.  Haldeman  met  with  the  President.   The 
President  directed  Haldeman  to  meet  with  CIA  Director  Richard  Helms, 
Deputy  CIA  Director  Vernon  Walters  and  John  Ehrlichman.   The  President 
directed  Haldeman  to  discuss  White  House  concern  regarding  possible 
disclosure  of  covert  CIA  operations  and  operations  of  the  White  House 
Special  Investigations  Unit  (the  "Plumbers"),  not  related  to  Watergate, 
that  had  been  undertaken  previously  by  some  of  the  Watergate  principals. 
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89.    On  or  before  June  25,  1972,  immediately  after  the  FBI  had  con- 
tacted Donald  Segretti  as  part  of  the  Watergate  investigation,  John  Dean 
met  with  Segretti  in  the  EOB  to  advise  Segretti  on  how  to  deal  with  his 
impending  FBI  interview.   In  this  meeting,  arranged  by  Dwight  Chapin  and 
Gordon  Strachan,  Dean  told  Segretti  not  to  reveal  his  relationship  with 
Chapin,  Strachan  or  Herbert  Kalmbach  to  the  FBI,  if  possible,  and  during 
the  subsequent  FBI  interviews,  Segretti  withheld  this  information.   A 
copy  of  the  interview  summary  FBI  302  form  was  given  to  Dean  by  the  FBI. 
In  July  1972  Chapin  instructed  Segretti  to  destroy  his  records. 
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90.     On  or  about  June  27,  1972  John  Dean  and  Fred  Fielding,  his 
assistant,  delivered  to  FBI  agents  a  portion  of  the  materials  from 
Howard  Hunt's  safe.   The  materials  given  to  the  FBI  agents  Included 
top  secret  diplomatic  dispatches  relating  to  Vietnam.   The  portion 
withheld  from  the  FBI  agents  included  fabricated  diplomatic  cables 
purporting  to  show  the  involvement  of  the  Kennedy  administration  in 
the  fall  of  the  Diem  regime  in  Vietnam,  memoranda  concerning  the 
Plumbers  unit,  a  file  relating  to  an  investigation  Hunt  had  con- 
ducted for  Charles  Colson  at  Chappaquidick,  and  two  notebooks  and  a 
pop-up  address  book. 
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90.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  937-38,  948 1558 

90.2  Fred  Fielding  deposition,  Democratic  National 
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90.4  Richard  Ben-Veniste  statement,  November  5,  1973, 
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91.    On  cr  about  June  28,  1972  John  Dean  was  informed  that  the  FBI 
was  attempting  to  interview  Kathleen  Chenow,  who  was  the  secretary  of 
David  Yotmg  and  Egil  Krogh  when  they  were  active  as  part  of  the  White 
House  Special  Investigations  Unit.   Dean  has  testified  that  he  informed 
John  Ehrlichman  of  problems  connected  with  Chenow' s  interview  and 
Ehrlichman  agreed  that  before  her  FBI  interview  Chenow  should  be  briefed 
not  to  disclose  the  activities  of  Howard  Hunt  and  Gordon  Liddy  while 
at  the  White  House.   On  June  28,  1972  Dean  telephoned  Acting  FBI 
Director  Gray  and  requested  that  Chenow' s  interview  be  temporarily 
held  up  for  reasons  of  national  security.   Gray  agreed  to  the  request. 
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92.    On  June  28,  1972  L.  Patrick  Gray  met  with  John  Ehrlichman  and 
John  Dean.   At  this  meeting  Gray  was  given  two  folders  containing 
documents  which  he  was  told  had  been  retrieved  from  E.  Howard  Hunt's  safe 
and  had  not  been  delivered  to  FBI  agents  when  the  remainder  of  the 
contents  of  the  safe  was  delivered  on  June  27,  1972.   Gray  was  told 
that  these  documents  were  politically  sensitive,  were  unrelated  to 
Watergate,  and  should  never  be  made  public.   Gray  destroyed  these 
documents  in  December  1972.   Dean  did  not  deliver  to  Gray  the  two 
notebooks  and  pop-up  address  book  that  had  been  found  in  Hunt's  safe; 
Dean  has  related  that  he  discovered  these  items  in  a  file  folder  in 
his  office  in  late  January  1973,  at  which  time  he  shredded  the  note- 
books and  discarded  the  address  book. 
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93.    In  the  summer  of  1972  after  Segretti  had  terminated  his  acti- 
vities, Chapin  met  with  Segretti  in  California.   Segretti  has  testified 
Chapin  told  him  to  keep  several  thousand  dollars  of  advanced  expense 
money  as  a  bonus.   They  also  discussed  the  possibility  of  Chapin' s 
finding  Segretti  a  job. 
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94.    In  August  1972  Chapin  arranged  for  Dean  to  meet  with  Segretti 
prior  to  his  appearance  before  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury.   Dean  advised 
Segretti  again  to  withhold  the  names  of  Chapin,  Strachan,  and  Kalmbach 
before  the  Grand  Jury,  if  possible,  but  told  him  not  to  lie.   On  the 
basis  of  a  call  from  Dean,  Assistant  Attorney  General  Henry  Petersen 
instructed  Assistant  U.  S.  Attorney  Earl  Silbert  to  confine  his  ques- 
tioning of  Segretti  to  Watergate  and  Segretti 's  contacts  with  Hunt, 
and  not  to  ask  him  about  his  contacts  with  Kalmbach. 
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95.    On  August  28,  1972  Egil  Krogh  appeared  and  testified  falsely 
before  the  Watergate  Grand  Jury  that  he  had  no  knowledge  that  Howard 
Hunt  had  traveled  any  place  other  than  Texas  while  he  was  working  on 
the  declassification  of  the  "Pentagon  Papers."  He  also  testified 
falsely  that  he  knew  of  no  trips  to  California  "for  the  White  House" 
by  Gordon  Liddy. 
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96.    After  an  October  10,  1972  newspaper  story  disclosed  Segretti's 
activities,  Segretti  met  with  Dean  at  the  EOB.   On  October  11,  according 
to  Dean,  at  Ehrlichman's  suggestion  he  told  Segretti  to  go  underground 
until  after  the  election.   On  October  13,  1972  Chapin,  Ehrlichman,  H.  R. 
Haldeman,  Ronald  Ziegler  and  Richard  Moore  met  at  the  White  House.   They 
discussed  an  impending  Post  story  which  stated  that  Chapin  was  Segretti's 
White  House  contact  in  a  sabotage  operation  against  the  Democrats. 
Chapin  issued  a  statement  which  indicated  that  he  had  known  Segretti  in 
college,  but  labeled  the  Post  story  as  hearsay  and  inaccurate. 
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97.    In  October  1972,  according  to  Haldeman,  the  President  read 
newspaper  stories  linking  Segretti  and  Kalmbach  and  asked  Haldeman 
about  them.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  he  had  specific  information 
to  answer  the  President's  questions  about  Segretti. 
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98.    After  November  5,  1972  Ehrlichman  received  a  detailed  factual 
chronology  prepared  by  Chap in  about  White  House  involvement  with  Segretti, 
In  preparing  the  chronology,  Chapin  used  blanks  instead  of  the  names  of 
Halderaan  and  Mitchell.   Chapin  has  testified  he  did  this  out  of  a  deep 
sense  of  loyalty  to  Haldeman. 
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99.    On  November  10,  1972  Dean  met  with  Segrettl  in  California  and 
taped  the  conversation,  during  which  Segretti  explained  his  activities, 
some  of  which  were  criminal,  and  his  involvement  with  Chapin.   Dean  has 
testified  that  at  Ehrlichman's  direction,  he  played  the  tape  recording 
for  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  at  Key  Biscayne  on  November  12,  1972.   On 
November  15,  1972  at  Camp  David,  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  told  Dean  that 
the  President  had  decided  that  Chapin  had  to  leave  the  White  House. 
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100.    On  December  18,  1972  Ronald  Ziegler,  the  President's  Press 
Secretary,  announced  that  Chapin  would  continue  during  the  second  term 
as  Deputy  Assistant  to  the  President.   In  January  1973  Ziegler  announced 
that  Chapin  would  leave  the  Administration,  but  denied  that  his  departure 
was  a  result  of  his  relationship  with  Segretti.   Chapin  has  testified 
that  he  left  the  White  House  because  of  the  publicity  about  his  connec- 
tion with  Segretti;  that  he  was  interested  in  protecting  the  President 
because  the  President  did  not  know  anything  about  Segretti' s  activities; 
that  he  was  also  interested  in  protecting  Haldeman. 
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100.1  Ronald  Ziegler  statement,  December  18,  1972, 

8  Presidential  Documents  1784-85 1710 
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100.3  Dwight  Chapin  testimony.  United  States  v.  Chapin, 
April  3,  1974,  497,  612-13 1715 
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101.    On  January  8,  1973  former  CIA  Deputy  Director  Cushman  sent  a 
memorandum  to  John  Ehrlichman  identifying  as  the  person  who  requested 
CIA  assistance  for  E.  Howard  Hunt  in  1971  one  of  the  following:   Ehrlich- 
man, Charles  Colson  or  John  Dean.   On  January  10,  1973  after  discussions 
with  Ehrlichman  and  Dean,  Cushman  changed  the  memorandum  to  state  that 
he  did  not  recall  the  identity  of  the  White  House  person  who  requested 
assistance  for  Hunt. 
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101.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  977-78 1720 

101.2  Robert  Cushman  testimony,  8  SSC  3295-97 1722 

101.3  Memorandiim  from  Robert  Cushman  to  John  Ehrlichman, 
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101.4  Memorandum  from  Robert  Cushman  to  John  Ehrlichman, 
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3391 1728 
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102.    Early  in  1973  John  Dean  met  with  Assistant  Attorney  General 
Petersen.   Petersen  showed  Dean  documents  delivered  by  the  CIA  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  at  an  October  24,  19/2  meeting,  including  copies 
of  the  photographs  connecting  E.  Howard  Hunt  and  Gordon  Liddy  with  Dr. 
Fielding' b  office.   On  a  second  occasion  prior  to  February  9,  1973 
Dean  met  with  Petersen  and  discussed  what  the  Department  of  Justice 
would  do  if  requested  by  the  CIA  to  return  materials.   Petersen  told 
him  that  a  notation  that  the  materials  had  been  sent  back  to  the  CIA 
would  have  to  be  made  in  the  Department's  files. 
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103.     On  February  9,  1973  Dean  called  CIA  Director  James  Schlesinger. 
Dean  suggested  that  the  CIA  request  the  Department  of  Justice  to  return 
a  package  of  materials  that  had  been  sent  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
in  connection  with  the  Watergate  investigation.   Deputy  CIA  Director 
Walters  contacted  Dean  on  February  21,  1973  and  refused  Dean's  request. 
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103.1  James  Schlesinger  memorandum  for  the  record, 
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103.4  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  978-79 1738 
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104.    On  or  about  February  22  or  23,  1973  Dean  has  testified  that 
Time  magazine  notified  the  White  House  that  it  was  going  to  print  a 
story  that  the  White  House  had  undertaken  wiretaps  of  newsmen  and 
White  House  staff  members.   Dean  made  inquiries  of  Assistant  FBI 
Director  Mark  Felt,  former  Attorney  General  Mitchell,  and  former 
Assistant  FBI  Director  William  Sullivan  respecting  this  matter. 
According  to  Dean,  he  called  John  Ehrlichman.   Ehrlichman  admitted 
that  he  had  the  logs  and  files  of  these  wiretaps  in  his  safe,  but 
directed  Dean  to  have  Presidential  Press  Secretary  Ronald  Ziegler 
flatly  deny  the  story.   According  to  Dean,  he  called  Ziegler  and  so 
advised  him.   Time  quoted  a  White  House  spokesman  as  stating  that  no 
one  at  the  White  House  asked  for  or  received  any  such  taps. 
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104.1  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  920-21,  1068-70 1742 
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105.    On  February  28,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean.   They 
discussed  the  February  26  Time  magazine  story  about  the  1969-71  wire- 
taps .   Dean  also  informed  the  President  of  his  conversations  with 
William  Sullivan  respecting  conduct  by  prior  administrations  with 
relation  to  the  FBI.   Dean  said  the  White  House  was  stonewalling  the 
Time  magazine  story  totally,  and  the  President  said  oh,  absolutely. 
The  President  stated  that  the  tapping  was  a  very  unproductive  thing 
and  had  never  been  useful  in  any  operation  that  the  President  ever 
conducted. 
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105.1  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript  of  a  meeting 
between  the  President  and  John  Dean  on  February 
28,  1973,  9:12  -10:23  a.m.,  A3-46 1750 
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106.    On  March.  1,  1973  Acting  FBI  Director  Gray  testified  publicly 
before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  that  he  had  checked  the  records 
and  indices  of  the  FBI  and  had  found  no  record  that  newsmen  and  White 
House  officials  had  been  wiretapped.   By  a  written  report  dated  February 
26,  1973  Assistant  FBI  Director  E.  S.  Miller  had  furnished  to  Assistant 
FBI  Director  Mark  Felt  information  respecting  the  wiretaps  referred  to 
by  Time  magazine. 
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107.    On  February  28,  March  8,  13  and  14,  1973  the  President  discussed 
the  extent  of  Segretti's  White  House  involvement  with  Dean.   Between 
March  18  and  March  22,  1973  Richard  Moore  prepared  a  factually  accurate 
report  about  Segretti's  relationship  with  Chapin  and  Kalmbach  and  a  copy 
was  forwarded  to  Ehrlichman,  but  it  was  not  released  to  the  public. 
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108.    On  March.  13,  1973  the  President  met  with  John  Dean.   The  President 
stated  that  Patrick.  Gray  should  not  be  FBI  director  and  mentioned  another 
possible  appointee  to  that  position.   Dean  also  reported  to  the  President 
on  the  information  that  Sullivan  had  about  the  1969-71  wiretaps. 
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108.1  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript  of  meeting 
between  the  President  and  John  Dean  on  March  13 , 
1973,  24-25,  31,  34-35,  75 1814 
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109.    On  March  20,  1973  Krogh  has  testified  that  he  met  with  Dean  in 
Dean's  EOB  office  and  they  discussed  Hunt's  threat  to  tell  all  the  seamy 
things  that  he  had  done  for  Ehrlichman  unless  he  was  paid  more  than 
$100,000.   Following  this  meeting,  Krogh  had  a  telephone  conversation 
during  which  Ehrlichman  said  that  Hunt  was  asking  for  a  great  deal  of 
money  and  if  the  money  was  not  paid  Hunt  might  blow  the  lid  off  and  tell 
all  he  knew.   During  the  same  period  Ehrlichman  reviewed  with  Young  what 
Hunt  might  say  in  the  light  of  the  blackmail  attempt. 
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109.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony.  Grand  Jury  Room  No.  3, 

January  29,  1974,  3-7 1822 
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110.    On  the  afternoon  of  March  21,  1973  the  President  met  with  H.  R. 
Haldeman,  Jotin  Ehrlichman  and  John  Dean.   Ehrlichman  stated  that  the 
disclosure  of  Hunt's  activities  regarding  the  break-in  at  Ellsberg's 
psychiatrist's  office  raised  search  and  seizure  problems  which  could 
result  in  a  mistrial  in  the  Daniel  Ellsberg  prosecution.  Krogh  has 
testified  that  on  March  21,  1973  Ehrlichman  said  that  perhaps  Krogh  and 
Young  should  tell  the  Department  of  Justice  about  the  events  of  1971 
under  a  grant  of  limited  immunity,  but  Ehrlichman  told  Krogh  not  to  do 
anything  about  this  possibility  until  the  next  day  when  Mitchell  would 
arrive  in  Washington  and  it  could  be  learned  how  Hunt's  demand  would 
be  or  had  been  handled. 
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111.    On  March.  22,  1973  Ehrlichman  telephoned  Krogh.   Krogh  has 
testified  that  Ehrlichman  told  Krogh  he  had  learned  from  Mitchell  that 
Hunt  was  stable  and  would  not  disclose  all;  Ehrlichman  told  Krogh  to 
hang  tough.   Krogh  also  has  testified  that  Dean  told  Krogh  on  March  22, 
1973  that  Krogh  should  not  do  anything  rash. 
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111.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony.  Grand  Jury  Room  No.  3, 

January  29 ,  1974  ,  10-11 1838 
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112.   Prior  to  March  27,  1973  David  Young,  at  Ehrlichman's  request, 
delivered  to  Ehrlichman's  office  the  Special  Investigations  Unit's  files 
on  the  Pentagon  Papers  investigation.   Young  has  testified  that  on  March 
27,  1973  Ehrlichman  told  Young  that  Hunt  might  reveal  the  Fielding 
break-in,  that  Ehrlichman  had  recently  discussed  the  Fielding  break-in 
with  Krogh,  who  during  that  conversation  said  that  he  was  responsible 
and  that  Ehrlichman  had  not  kno^^m  about  the  break-in  until  after  it 
occurred.   Young  also  has  testified  that  he  told  Ehrlichman  that  he 
felt  sure  Ehrlichman  had  been  aware  of  the  California  operation  and 
that  this  fact  was  reflected  in  the  documents  delivered  to  Ehrlichman. 
According  to  Young,  Ehrlichman  said  he  would  keep  those  memoranda  because 
they  were  too  sensitive  and  showed  too  much  forethought.  Ehrlichman  has 
denied  removing  documents  from  the  file. 
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113.    On  March  27,  1973  the  President  met  with  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John 
Ehrlichman.   The  President  decided  that  a  new  nominee  for  FBI  director 
should  be  announced  at  the  time  that  Patrick  Gray's  name  was  withdrawn. 
The  President  said  that  a  judge  with  prosecuting  background  might  be  a 
good  nominee.   Haldeman  told  the  President  that  Hunt  was  appearing  before 
the  Grand  Jury  that  day  and  he  did  not  know  how  far  Hunt  was  going  to  go. 
On  March  28,  1973  Hunt  was  given  immunity  and  ordered  to  testify  before 
the  Grand  Jury.   On  the  same  day,  Ehrlichman  telephoned  Attorney  General 
Kleindienst  and  stated  that  the  President  might  want  to  see  the  Attorney 
General  in  San  Clemente  on  Saturday,  March  31. 
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114.    On  March  31,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  and  H.  R.  Haldeman  met  with 
Attorney  General  Kleindienst  at  San  Clemente,  California,   There  was 
a  discussion  of  Judge  Matthew  Byrne,  Jr.,  the  presiding  judge  in  the 
on-going  criminal  trial  of  Daniel  Zllsberg,  as  a  potential  nominee  for 
FBI  director.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  told  Kleindienst  that 
the  President  had  instructed  Ehrlichman  to  contact  Byrne  and  Kleindienst 
expressed  wholehearted  approval  of  the  meeting.   Kleindienst  has  testi- 
fied while  he  approved  of  Byrne  as  the  choice  for  the  FBI  Directorship, 
he  does  not  recall  Ehrlichman  Indicating  that  he  planned  to  talk  with 
Byrne  because  if  Ehrlichman  had,  Kleindienst  would  have  said  this  should 
not  be  done  while  the  trial  was  going  on.   The  President  has  stated  that 
Kleindienst  first  recommended  Byrne  as  FBI  Director  and  then  Ehrlichman 
called  Byrne, 
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115.   On  April  4,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  telephoned  Judge  Byrne. 
Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  asked  Byrne  if  this  was  an  appropriate 
time  in  light  of  the  present  situation  in  the  Ellsberg  trial  for  a  con- 
versation to  discuss  a  non-judicial  federal  appointment  and  that  Byrne 
responded  they  could  talk  right  away.   Judge  Byrne  has  stated  that 
Ehrlichman  requested  a  meeting  on  a  subject  which  had  absolutely  nothing 
to  do  with  the  case.   On  April  5,  1973  Ehrlichman  met  with  Judge  Byrne 
at  San  Clemente,  California.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  told 
Judge  Byrne  to  walk  away  if  a  subject  arose  which  he  felt  might  impinge 
on  his  ability  to  fairly  try  the  Ellsberg  case.  Ehrlichman  told  Judge 
Byrne  that  the  President  was  interested  in  knowing  whether  or  not  Judge 
Byrne  had  an  interest  in  being  nominated  as  the  director  of  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation.  Ehrlichman  has  testified  Judge  Byrne  indicated 
a  very  strong  interest  in  the  position.  Judge  Byrne  has  stated  that  he 
advised  Ehrlichman  that  his  initial  reaction  was  that  he  could  not  and 
would  not  give  consideration  to  any  other  position  until  the  Ellsberg 
case  was  concluded.   During  this  meeting  the  President  was  introduced 
to  Judge  Byrne  and  exchanged  greetings  with  him. 
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116.   On  April  6,  1973  Judge  Byrne  requested  a  second  meeting  with 
Ehrlichman.   On  April  7,  1973  Ehrlichman  met  with  Judge  Byrne  in  a 
park  at  the  comer  of  Ocean  Avenue  and  Montana  Street  in  Santa  Monica, 
California.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  Judge  Byrne  again  evidenced 
a  very  sharp  interest  in  the  FBI  directorship.   Judge  Byrne  has  stated 
that  he,  at  Ehrlichman 's  suggestion,  had  reflected  on  his  initial  re- 
action and  reaffirmed  that  he  would  not  consider  nor  in  any  way  discuss 
the  position  as  director  of  the  FBI  while  the  Ellsberg  case  was  pending 
before  him. 
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117.    On  April  11,  1973  Chapin  made  false  declarations  before  the  Water- 
gate Grand  Jury  in  responding  to  questions  about  White  House  involvement 
with  Segretti.   Chapin  testified  that  he  wanted  to  protect  Haldeman  in  his 
testimony  and  reported  to  the  White  House  immediately  after  the  appearance 
that  Haldeman's  name  had  been  mentioned  in  connection  with  hiring  Segretti. 
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118.   On  April  14,  1973  the  President,  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman  dis- 
cussed at  several  meetings  Haldeman 's  involvement  with  Segretti  and 
the  resulting  legal  or  political  problems  of  that  connection.  They 
discussed  whether  Haldeman  should  make  a  public  disclosure  of  this 
activity. 
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119.    On  April  15,  1973  John  Dean  told  the  Watergate  prosecutor  that 
E.  Howard  Hunt  and  Gordon  Llddy  had  participated  in  a  break-in  at  the 
office  of  a  psychiatrist  of  Daniel  Ellsberg.   In  a  memorandum  dated 
April  16,  1973  Silbert  reported  to  Henry  Petersen  the  information  he 
received  respecting  the  break-in.  Petersen  ordered  a  Department  of 
Justice  investigation  to  determine  if  there  was  any  information  in  the 
possession  of  the  prosecutor  in  the  Ellsberg  trial  then  being  conducted 
in  Los  Angeles,  which  emanated  from  the  burglary  of  the  psychiatrist's 
office.   On  April  18,  1973  Petersen  received  two  memoranda  stating 
that  no  information  had  been  derived  from  such  a  source. 

Page 

119.1  Memorandum  from  Earl  Silbert  to  Henry  Petersen, 

April  16,  1973,  United  States  v.  Russo,  Exhibit  27. ..1930 

119.2  Memorandum  from  John  Martin  to  Kevin  Maroney, 

April  18,  1973,  United  States  v.  Russo,  Exhibit  28. ..1932 

119.3  Memorandum  from  Kevin  Maroney  to  Henry  Petersen, 

April  18,  1973,  United  States  v.  Russo,  Exhibit  29. ..1933 

119. A  Henry  Petersen  testimony,  9  SSC  3630 1934 

119.5  Henry  Petersen  affidavit.  May  9,  1973,  SSC  Exhibit 

No,  93,  6  SSC  2652-54 1935 

119.6  Henry  Petersen  testimony,  Watergate  Grand  Jury, 
August  23,  1973,  74-75  (received  from  Watergate 

Grand  Jury) 1938 


(123) 


120.    On  April  16,  1973  from  10:00  to  10:40  a.m.  the  President  met 
with  John  Dean.  The  President  stated  that  the  electronic  surveillance 
of  Kraft  was  done  through  private  sources  because  Hoover  did  not  want 
to  do  it,  but  it  was  finally  turned  over  to  the  FBI.  The  President 
stated  that  the  surveillance  was  necessary  because  leaks  from  the  NSC 
were  in  Kraft's  and  other  columns.   The  President  stated  that  this 
Information  was  privileged  and  Dean  agreed. 
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120.1  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript  of  a 

conversation  between  the  President  and  John 

Dean,  April  16,  1973,  10:00  -  10:40  a.m.,  28-30...  1942 
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121,    On  April  17,  1973  the  President  stated  to  William  Rogers  that 

he  was  thinking  of  Judge  Byrne  for  the  FBI  directorship. 
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121.1  White  House  edited  transcript  of  a  tape  recorded 

meeting  among  the  President,  William  Rogers,  H.  R. 

Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman,  April  17,  1973, 

5:20  -  7:14  p.m.,  28 1948 
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122.    On  April  18,  1973  the  President  had  a  telephone  conversation 
with  Henry  Petersen.   Petersen  told  the  President  that  the  prosecutors 
had  obtained  information  that  the  office  of  Daniel  Ellsberg's  psy.hia- 
trist  had  been  burglarized  by  Hunt  and  Liddy.  The  President  replied 
that  he  knew  of  it,  that  it  was  a  national  security  matter,  and  that 
the  Department  of  Justice  was  not  to  investigate  it.  The  President 
also  ordered  the  Watergate  prosecutors  not  to  question  E.  Howard  Hunt 
about  these  activities  as  they  had  planned.  Petersen  Immediately 
relayed  the  President's  orders  to  Silbert. 
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122.1  President  Nixon  daily  diary,  April  18,  1973, 

Exhibit  49,  In  re  Grand  Jury,  Misc.  47-73 1950 

122.2  Henry  Petersen  testimony,  9  SSC  3630-31 1956 

122.3  President  Nixon  statement.  May  22,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents  693 ,  696 1958 

122.4  President  Nixon  statement,  August  15,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents  991,  993 i960 

122.5  President  Nixon  news  conference,  August  22, 

1973,  9  Presidential  Documents   1016,  1020 1962 

122.6  Henry  Petersen  testimony,  Watergate  Grand  Jury, 
August  23,  1973,  73-75  (received  from  Watergate 

Grand  Jury) 1964 
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123.    On  April  19,  1973  the  President  discussed  with  his  Special 
Counsel,  Richard  Moore,  Ehrlichman's  possible  criminal  liability  arising 
out  of  events  connected  with  the  Ellsberg  case. 
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123.1  President  Nixon  daily  diary,  April  19,  1973, 

Exhibit  50,  In  re  Grand  Jury.  Misc.  47-73 1968 

123.2  Richard  Moore  testimony,  5  SSC  1960-62 1972 
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12A.    On  April  25,  1973  Petersen  delivered  to  Attorney  General 
Kleindlenst  the  Justice  Department  mentoranda  written  by  Silbert,  Martin 
and  Maroney  respecting  the  break-in  of  the  office  of  Ellsberg's  psychia- 
trist. They  agreed  that  the  information  about  the  break-in  should  be 
disclosed  to  Judge  Byrne, 
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124.1  Henry  Petersen  testimony,  9  SSC  3631-32,  364A 1976 

124.2  Richard  Kleindienst  testimony,  9  SSC  3574-75 1979 

124.3  Memorandum  from  Attorney  General  Kleindlenst  to 
Henry  Petersen,  April  25,  1973,  United  States  v. 

Russo,  Exhibit  30 1981 


(128) 


125.    On  the  afternoon  of  April  25,  1973  Attorney  General  Klelndlenst 
had  a  conversation  with  the  President.   Klelndlenst  showed  the  President 
the  Justice  Department  memoranda  relating  to  the  break-in  at  the  psychia- 
trist's office  and  informed  the  President  that  the  Information  should  be 
disclosed  to  the  Court  in  the  Ellsberg  case.   The  President  authorized 
him  to  do  so. 
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125.1  Richard  Klelndlenst  testimony,  9  SSC  3574-75, 

3607 198A 

125.2  President  Nixon  statement.  May  22,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents,  693,  696 1987 

125.3  President  Nixon  statement,  August  15,  1973, 

9  Presidential  Documents ,  991 ,  993 1989 

125.4  President  Nixon  Aews  conference,  August  22, 

1973,  9  Presidential  Documents,  1020-21 1991 
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126.    On  April  26,  1973  David  Nissen,  the  prosecutor  in  the  Ellsberg 
case,  was  instructed  to  file  the  four  Justice  Department  memoranda 
relating  to  the  break-In  at  the  psychiatrist's  office  with  the  court 
in  camera.   Nissen  filed  the  documents  in  camera  after  court  had 
adjourned  at  2:45  p.m.   At  4:05  p.m.  Judge  Byrne  reconvened  court  and 
stated  that  the  prosecutors  had  made  an  in  camera  filing.  He  also 
stated  that  after  examining  the  materials  he  would  not  accept  the  filed 
materials  in  camera,  and  asked  the  prosecutors  to  advise  him  by  the 
next  morning  as  to  what  the  government's  position  would  be  with  respect 
to  turning  the  material  over  to  the  defendants.   The  next  morning  on 
April  27,  1973,  Nissen  informed  Judge  Byrne  that  the  Washington  office 
did  not  want  the  contents  of  the  in  camera  filing  disclosed  to  the 
defense.   Judge  Byrne  ordered  that  the  information  be  supplied  to  the 
defense  and  in  open  court  read  the  memorandum  from  Silbert  to  Petersen 
dated  April  16,  1973.  Judge  Byrne  also  ordered  a  government  investi- 
gation to  determine  if  the  defendants'  Constitutional  rights  had  been 
violated  by  the  break-In. 
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126.1  Memorandum  from  Attorney  General  Klelndienst  to 
Henry  Petersen,  April  25,  1973,  United  States  v. 

Russo,  Exhibit  30 1996 

126.2  Transcript  of  proceedings.  United  States  v.  Russo, 

April  26,  1973,  21,  150-56 1998 

126.3  Transcript  or  proceedings.  United  States  v.  Russo, 

April  27,  1973,  21  159-60;  21  169-75 2005 
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127.    On  April  27,  1973  FBI  agents  interviewed  John  Ehrlichman  about 

the  break- in  of  the  office  of  Dr.  Lewis  Fielding,  Daniel  Ellsberg's 

psychiatrist.   Ehrlichman  stated  E.  Howard  Hunt  and  Gordon  Llddy  had 

been  designated  in  1971  to  conduct  an  Investigation  of  the  Pentagon 

Papers  leak  directly  out  of  the  White  House.   Ehrlichman  stated  that  he 

knew  Llddy  and  Hunt  had  gone  to  California  to  investigate  Ellsberg's 

habits,  mental  attitudes  and  emotional  and  moral  problems.   Ehrlichman 

stated  he  learned  of  the  break-in  after  it  had  occuired  and  he  then 

instructed  Hunt  and  Llddy  not  to  do  this  again.  Ehrlichman  told  the 

FBI  he  did  not  know  if  any  information  had  been  obtained  in  the  burglary 

and  that  he  had  not  authorized  the  burglary. 
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127.1  John  Ehrlichman  interview,  FBI,  April  27,  1973, 
United  States  v.  Russo.  Exhibit  36,  reprinted  in 
SJC,  Richardson  Confirmation  Hearings,  2A3 2016 
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128.    On  April  30,  1973  in  response  to  an  inquiry  by  defense  attorneys. 
Judge  Byrne  disclosed  that  he  had  met  previously  with  Ehrlichman  at 
which  time  a  possible  federal  appointment  was  discussed,  and  that  at 
the  same  time  he  had  met  the  President.   Judge  Byrne  also  turned  over 
to  the  defense  the  three  additional  Justice  Department  memoranda  relating 
to  the  break-in  at  the  psychiatrist's  office  and  ordered  the  government 
to  investigate  and  disclose  all  information  that  may  exist  concerning 
electronic  surveillance  of  the  defendants. 
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128.1  Transcript  of  proceedings.  United  States  v.  Russo, 

April  30,  1973,  21  333-34,  21  410-11,  21  369-70 2020 

128.2  Washington  Star  News.  April  30,  1973,  A-3 2026 
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129.    On  April  30,  1973  John  Ehrlichman  met  with  David  Young. 
Ehrlichman  told  Young  that  his  files  were  to  go  to  the  President  because 
the  Ellsberg  operation  was  a  matter  of  national  security.  Young  was 
instructed  to  decline  to  answer  any  inquiries  on  grounds  of  national 
security  and  executive  privilege.  Young  has  testified  that  he  expressed 
concern  that  Ehrlichman  had  not  told  the  FBI  that  he  had  approved  the 
California  operation  beforehand  and  Ehrlichman  replied  that  he  was  not 
asked  that  question.  Young  has  testified  that  Ehrlichman  told  him  not 
to  address  the  question  of  whether  Ehrlichman  had  discussed  the  Fielding 
break-in  with  the  President  in  advance  of  its  occurrence. 
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129.1  David  Young  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.   2, 

August  23,   1973,   116-2A 2028 

129.2  Memorandum  of  David  Young  of  a  meeting  between  Young 

and  John  Ehrlichman,  April   30,   1973   (received   from  SSC)..2037 

129.3  John  Ehrlichman  log,   April  30,    1973   (received  from  SSC)..2039 
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130.    On  May  2,  1973  as  a  result  of  a  renewed  defense  motion  raising 
the  propriety  of  Judge  Byrne's  meeting  with  Ehrlichraan,  Judge  Byrne 
stated  that  he  had  met  with  Ehrllchman  both  on  April  5,  1973  and  April 
7,  1973  and  disclosed  that  the  position  discussed  had  been  the  FBI 
directorship. 
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130.1  Wm.  Matthew  Byrne  statement.  United  States  v. 

Russo.  May  2,  1973,  21  655-56 2042 
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131.    On  May  10,  1973  Judge  Byrne  received  two  memoranda,  one  from 
Acting  FBI  Director  William  Ruckelshaus  and  the  other  from  Assistant 
Attorney  General  Henry  Petersen.   The  Ruckelshaus  memorandum  stated 
that  he  had  received  a  preliminary  report  indicating  that  Daniel 
Ellsberg  had  been  overheard  talking  from  the  residence  of  Dr.  Morton 
Halperin  at  a  time  when  Ellsberg  was  a  guest  of  Halperin.   The  Petersen 
memorandum  informed  Judge  Byrne  that  the  government  did  not  know  how 
many  Interceptions  of  Ellsberg  took  place,  when  they  took  place, 
between  whom  they  occurred,  or  what  was  said.  Nor  did  the  government 
know  what  had  happened  to  the  tapes,  logs  or  other  records  pertaining 
to  the  surveillance. 
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131.1  Memorandum  from  William  Ruckelshaus  to  Henry  Petersen, 

May  9,    1973,   United  States  v.   Russo,    Exhibit   68 2046 

131.2  Memorandum  from  Henry  Petersen  to  Judge  Byrne,   May  10, 

1973,   United  States  v.   Russo,   Exhibit   72 2050 
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132.  On  May  10,    1973  former  Assistant  Attorney  General  Robert  Mardian 

disclosed  to   agents  of  the  FBI   that  at   the  direction  of  the  President  he 
had  delivered  the  1969-71  wiretap  records  to  the  Oval  Room  in  the  White 
House. 
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132.1  Robert  Mardian  interview,  FBI,  May  10,  1973 

(received  from  Department  of  Justice) 2058 

132.2  William  Ruckelshaus  deposition,  Halperin  v. 

Kissinger.  July  25,  1973,  61-62 2072 
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133.    On  May  11,  1973  Judge  Byrne  dismissed  the  indictment  in  the 
Ellsberg  case  on  the  grounds  of  governmental  misconduct  including  the 
action  taken  by  a  special  investigations  unit  established  by  White 
House  officials  to  investigate  Daniel  Ellsberg  and  the  inability  of 
the  government  to  produce  the  wiretap  logs  on  Daniel  Ellsberg.  On 
that  same  day,  at  an  interview  which  took  place  approximately  one 
hour  after  Judge  Byrne  ordered  dismissal,  Ehrlichman  informed  agents 
of  the  FBI  that  records  of  the  electronic  surveillance  delivered  to 
him  by  Mardian  were  located  in  Ehrlichman 's  White  House  safe.   On 
May  12,  1973  William  Ruckelshaus  went  to  the  White  House  and  retrieved 
the  electronic  surveillance  records  from  a  room  into  which  Ehrlichman 's 
records  had  been  moved  following  his  resignation. 
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133.1  Judge  Wm.  Matthew  Byrne  statement  and  Order  of 
Dismissal,  United  States  v.  Russo,  May  11,  1973, 

22  685-91 2076 

133.2  William  Ruckelshaus  deposition,   Halperin  v. 

Kissinger.   July  25,   1973,   63-69 2084 
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STATEMENT  OF  INFORMATION 
AND 
SUPPORTING  EVIDENCE 


IVHITE  HOUSE  SURVEILLANCE  ACTIVITIES 

and 

CAMPAIGN  ACTIVITIES 


Part  1 
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1.      In  early  May  1969,  following  conversations  between  FBI  Director 
J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Henry  Kissinger  and  Attorney  General  John  Mitchell, 
the  President  authorized  a  specific  wiretapping  program  in  an  effort 
to  discover  the  source  of  leaks  of  classified  government  material. 
Under  this  program,  which  remained  in  effect  until  February  10,  1971, 
wiretaps  were  instituted  against  thirteen  government  officials  and 
four  newsmen. 
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1,1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  9,    1969.    10:35  A.M. 


'^■fei-^ 


IKDKKAl.    |1U1;i;AL    i>1     1  \V1  -.  IK;  Vli'i.. 

V.  AbIlI>G  i"0\.  (J.C.     20'.3S 


10:35  AM 


May  9,   1969 


/v 


\ 


IfjJ- 


i^'/i 


MEMORAIn[DUM   for  MR.  TOLSON  / 

MR.  DE  LOA.CH 
MR.  SULLIVAN 
MR.  BISHOP 


Dr.  Henry  A,  Kissinger,  National  Security  Adviser 
to  the  President,  called  from  Key  Biscayne,  Florida.    He 
advised  that  there  is  a  story  today  on  the  front  pag?  of 

.  by  O.  which  is  extraordinariiy- 

damaging  and  uses  secret  information.    Dr.  Kissinger  said 
]  they  wondered  whether  I  could  make  a  major  effort  to  find 
1  out  where  that  came  from.    I  said  I  would.    Dr.  Kissinger 
said  the  article  is  in  the  lower  right  hand  corner  of  the 
front  page  and  to  put  v/hatever  resources  I  need  to  find  v;ho 
did  this.    I  told  him  I  v.ould  take  care  of  it  right  away.    Dr. 
KiSSinpRF  said  to  no  it  riiscrpfttiy.    of  rnnrsp.    hut  thpy  -woiilrf 
\  like  to'know  where  it  came  from  because  it  is  very  damaging 
land  potentially  very  dangerous.  .  I  commented  it  is  this  kind 
of  thing  that  gives  us  headaches  of  v/here  they  come  from; 
that  if  we  can  find  the  source  one  time  and  mals;e  an  example 
it  would  put  a  stop  to  it.    Dr.  Kissinger  agreed  and  said  that 
is  what  they  propose  to  do. 

Very  truly  yours, 

John^dgar  Hoover  -:        ^ 

Director  .-^ 


ii 


r' 


WTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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1.2     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  9,    1969,    5:05  P.M. 


V-i/' 


5:0D  PM 


ri;iii.i;  vi.  i;!  i;  i  vr  d; 

UASIIINC  I  ON.  I» 


.^i  m;  \i  iti.\ 

I  "•:.  : 

j  .•.:.-.    <     : 

■  t  —  .; 

.1.. 

Ir.'v.  .:... 

:.7.i 

May  9, 

laG9    : 

—  j 

/, 

1  ^;r.  V-; 

i — 

i?A'-::- 

■i> 

?.  DE  LOACH 

:.1:53  (.".:•■. 

.',• — 

'..  SULLIVAN 

._. 

( 

LHl.  BISHOP 

I  called  Dr.  Henrj-  A.  Kissinger,  !:ational  Security  Adviser  to 
tlie  President,  at  Key  Biscayne,   Florida.    I  -:;ld  him  I  had  some  mforma- 
tion  which  I  thought  he  ought  to  know  about  so  as  to  bring  hiin  up  to  date, 

I  told  him  that  in  regards  to  the  ba;l;ground  ol  iS^ 

who  v/rote  the  article  in ^today,  he  is  formerly  from 

tho land  then  went 


and  was  later  employed  by ;    lie  has  been  active  in 

the  U.  S.  Army  reserve  program  for  a  pcric::  of  time  and  is  described 

l: 1 1..    „^^.i.„ A^    „,;l:^„ rti'r-,^^^  T„     ir\CC    «*-    *.! ^» « , ^*.    -^r 

<tO    ^a.1   UiULlACXX  XJ^      AOLUCtJ     tlO     CO     ijlllXXL«.iJ      (JO.  JL '.;.  J  X  O .  ill     S../\J\J    <*.!.     tllU     XOt^UOOI.     \JX. 

Marvin  V/ats on.  Assistant  to  the  President  a:  that  time,  we  conducted  an 
investigation  as  to  a  leak  of  information  concerning  United  Slates  govern- 
ment policy  in  the  anti-missile  field  iii  connercion  with  an  article  by 

<2,        in ;  of  December ,   1966.    Our  investigation 

led  to  nothing  very  definite  except  tiie  possibility  that  his  story  v/as  pri- 
marily on  hiformed  speculation  as  there  liad  been  made  available  publicly 
a  lot  of  source  material  from  which  he  coidd  iraw  his  conclusions. 

I  stated  that  in  regard  to  the  curre::t  three  articles,  it  is  the  con- 
clusion of  the  contacts  we  have  made  that  it  could  have  conie  and  probably  did 
from  a  staff  mem.ber  of  the  National  Security  CouncU.    I  continued  that    (k 

wliilc  at  undergraduate  school  at;^^ ^ad  a  roommate  wlio  is  now  a  staff 

member  of  the  National  Security  Council.     Tzere  is  a  strong  possibility  also 
UiaL  ho  may  have  gotten  some  of  his  information  ircm  the  Southeast  Asian  Desk, 
Public  Affairs  Office  of  the  Department  of  D.-isnse,  as  the  Public  Aifau-s  Office 
is  constituted  of  employees  v.iio  are  i)ronc.ur.:Td  anti-Ni:OTn.    I  continued  that 

"5        frequents  this  office  as  well  ?s  ihe  !'-tionnl  Security  CcuncU,  and 
the  (;n)j)loyces  freely  furnish  him  inforir.aticr.  i:\a5much  as  t'.iey  are  largely 
Kennedy  people  and  anti-NLxon.    I  said  that  ;l5o  in  the  Systems  Analysis 
A;;cncy  in  llic  Pentagon,  there  are  at  least  11  j  of  tiie  124  employees  v.iio  arc 
still  jMcNamara  people  and  express  a  very  clilinitc  Ivcmiedy  philosophy. 

f^t'JSlnnl    impounded   bv  ;    i''^ 

court,   order.    Sco  aoao  ^"  ^  >  ,.    , 

•^n  (i^-lccC2-3.  /?'''-  '//•''■-    " -■  " 

:      mTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN  u-) 

AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  "  ' 

BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 

\  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 

INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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Menioraiidum  lor  Messrs.  Tolson,  DeLoacli,  SuUiv;;;:,.  Bisiioj)  Miiy  0,   lOCC 


I  continued  t!in.t  mis  situation  has  made  it  very  easy  for         ^         to  obtain 
infori-nation;  liowcvcr,  the  source  we  have  been  v.'orking  throutih  said  it 
should  not  be  ruled  out  that  a  staff  nieinber  of  the  National  Security  Council 
v/ho  ol3viously  v;as  in  a  position  to  knov/  the  i'lfoi-mr.tion  contained  in  all 
three  articles  could  have  assisted         ^!  Dr.  ICLssiiiger  said  he  has 

heard  this  as  an  allegation,  too,  but  there  is  no  proof;  that  he  lias  heard  it 
as  a  speculation,    I  said,  of  course,  this  is  spec;ulation  all  the  way  through 
tj'ing  it  into  this  iv.au         a/  I  said  that       Q.  \-orks  full  time  at  the 

Pentagon  and  v.'as  asked  today  as  to  v/hat  his  source  of  information  was, 
and  lie  said  it  was  an  excellent  one.    He  said  tliat  his  source  was  from  the 
Air  Force, .  but  he  did  not  reveal  any  names.    I  continued  that  he  stated  the 
Air  Force  was  particularly  aiLxious  to  soften  up  its  press  in  its  bomber 
program  and  is  endeavoring  to  obtain  a  favorab.'.e  iraage  v/ith  the  press.    J. 
commented  that  I  tliought  that  v.-as  probably  a  misleading  statement  by      6i 
to  throvi,'  it  into  the  ALr  Force. 

I  continued  that  there  is  a  man  named       v.'ho  attended 

the.^ College and  the  University  of 


and  is  presently  a  State  Department  Foreign  SeT-vice  officer  on  detail  to 
the  National  Security  Council  at  the  White  liouse.    I  said  he  v;as  formerly 

an  assistant  to .and  is 

a  close  friend  of  ©.  . 

I  said  in  regards  to        a'  we  conducted  an  applicant  investigation 

of  him  in  1962  and  in  February  1969  and  the  investigation  reflected  /^ 

and  other  pxperts  in  his  field  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  United  States  leadership 
erred  in/v'"10tnam  commitment  as  we  did  not  po^^sess  the  interest  or  capabilities 
to  obtain  the  original  objectives.    I  said  that  in  19G5  his  name  appeared  on  a 
list  of  individuals  v/ho  responded  to  a  request  for  a  puljlic  hearing  en  Vietnam 
by  agreeing  to  sponsor  a  national  sit-in.    I  said  the  Royal  Canadian  Mounted 
Police  in  1965  advised  that        ,V'5         name  was  on  a  list  of  Americans  v.'ho 
had  reportedly  received  the  V/orld  J.Iarxist  Reviev/  Problems  oi"  Peace  and 
Socialism,  a  communisc  publication. 

I  continued  that  from  anotiicr  source  it  was  indicated  \:e  should  net 
overlook  the  Systems  Analysis  Agency  in  the  Defense  Department  v.lio  had  an  "-ir.plovc . 
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named ana  anoiiier  named        /■■.'         currencly  cmiJloyea  as  stati' 

employee  of  tlic  National  Security  Council.    I  said  they  are  very  close  to 
each  other  and  both  are  so-called  arrogant  i".arvard-type  Kennedy  men  who 
would  not  Iiesitate  to  do  anything  to  save  Iheir  job.s.    I  said  it  was  stated 
that         V         was  particularly  an:-:ious  to  save  's  job  with  the  Systems 

Analysis  Agency.    I  said  both  men  know       <*■  and  consider  him  a  part 

of  the  Harvard  clique,  and,  of  course,  of  the  Kennedy  era  and  we  should 
not  ignore  the  possibility  that        'V  and/or  couid  be  the  source 

of  the  leak  to       Q 

I  said  that  is  as  far  as  v/e  have  gotten  so  far.    Dr.  Kissinger  said 
he  appreciated  this  very  much  and  he  hoped  I  v/ould  follow  it  up  as  far  as  we 
can  take  it  and  they  will  destroy  whoever  did  this  if  we  can  find  hin^,  no  matter 
Y^here  lie  is. 

1  told  Dr.  Kissinger  I  wanted  liim  to  knov/  the  developments  and 
he  said  he  appreciated  it  very  much  and  tfiey  will  certainly  I  =2Q5  looking  into 
it  at  tiieir  end.    I  told  him  we  would  keep  alter  it  and  he  said  they  "were  counting 
on  wliatever  we  can  f  had  out. 

Very  truly  yours, 


v>\ 


f'l      r-,^  ,  ^:^ 


John  Edgar  Hoover 
\j)irector 
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P»E'>I0;NIIAI    0OCUMENI5:    «rCHA!IO    NIXON,    17/: 


Kiiii/lt;,  ^nIh)  iv  rioi^'  .111  :i-^iM  i.ilr  jiiil'^c  of  llic  U.S.  (.Mini 
o[  Cl.iim-<. 

Mr.  S;inip-()ii  li.is  ln'cii  .\ciini;  .\dniliii-.ir.ili)r  of  Cii  n- 
crnl  Scr\irc.>  siiin-  June  '1,  l'.'7'2.  He  jniin  cl  llic  Ciinii.il 
Services  .Xdniini^lriition  in  I'Uill  .t.s  CotiimisMonrrr  of  ilic 
I'cdcr.il  Supply  Sen  ice.  Fmni  1970  to  1972  he  was  CVmi- 
riii-v-ioncr  of  the  Public  nnildiii!:-;  Scnicc  in  CSA  and  the 
first  Deputy  .Xdiiiinistrator  of  GS.\  for  Special  Projects. 

He  came  to  the  Gciicrnl  Services  Administration  after 
G  vcars  in  Penn«vlvaiiia  State  covcnirnrnt,  where  he  w.vs 
secretary  of  administration  aud  budget  secretary  under 
Gov.  Ravinond  P.  Sliafer,  and  deputy  secretary  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  W.  Scranton.  Prior  to  cntcrint;  government 
service,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Cio.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  born  on  October  8,  1926,  in  Warren, 
R  I.  He  recci\cd  his  B.S.  decree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  I9.t1  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

.Active  in  .several  professional  organizations.  Mr.  Saiup- 
son  was  pre<enicd  theS\nerg\  HI  .Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  adv.u\cemcnt  of  architecture  !iy 
the  Society  of  .American  Registered  .Nrchitccls  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  w.as  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
\Vorks  Men  of  tlie  Year,  and  he  w.is  nan\cd  .m  honorary 
member  of  the  American  Institute  of  .Architects. 

He  .and  his  w  ife,  I5laiulic.  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

note:  For  tlir  Prr^id.'nl's  st.itnnirnt  upon  .Tiinnuririni;  his  intcnlion 
to  nomin.ltc  Mr.  S.lmp-nn,  scr  tho  prrccfhm;  item- 


n 


The  Watergate  Investigation 

[      Statciiicnts  by  the  President.      Mny  22.  1973 

Recent  news  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  the 
Watergate  iiuestigations  have  given  gros'^ly  mi>le.Kllng 
impressions  of  many  of  the  f.icts.  .is  they  rel.itc  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  muelated  acti\ities  iiuoKing  na- 
tional security. 

Alrcadv.  on  the  b.isis  of  seroiul-  and  third-hand  hearsav 
lestimonv'  h\  per^tins  eitlic  r  e('U\  h  iclI  or  tliemseh  es  under 
investigation  in  the  i  a'e,  I  li:i\c  found  mvself  aeeu'-ed  of 
iinoKcinent  in  .ictivilirs  I  ne\er  hcud  of  until  I  read 
about  them  in  news  .iceount^. 

T"hrsc  impie-sidiis  c  otiKI  .ilsn  le.ul  In  .i  m:  loiis  mi^ll;l(le^- 
sI.ll^iiug  nf  ilif\Ni  n. It  ion. 1 1  ^ri  iir  il\"  .u  Il\  ilie^  w  hirli.  llii'ii'.;h 
Ici.dlv  vniirl.itiil  Id  W.itci'Mic,  hae  lirwvu-  eiU.in'.:li  il  in 
ttie  c.ise.  I  I '.ex  i  ".iM  le.ui  to  funliei  t  vuipoMiiisc  i^l  sfn-i- 
ti^■e  n.ition.il  st  (  u:it\  iufoini.ttu'ii 


I  will  not  ;il).iridon  my  responsibilities.  I  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  wa.s  elected  to  do. 

In  the  aceomp.inying  -tatcmcnt,  I  h.ivc  set  forth  the 
facts  as  {  know  thrni  .ls  tlu.y  relate  to  my  own  role. 

With  regard  to  the  s(>eeirit  allegations  that  have  b^cn 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically: 

1.  I  .had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in.  nor  wa.s  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
efforts  that  may  ha\e  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  ofTcr  of  e.\ccutive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  ofTer. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  effort  to  pro\  idc  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CIA  in  the  NS'atcrgate 
matter. 

6.  It  was  not  until  the  lime  of  my  own  investigation 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
Ellsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Byrne. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  have  specifically  stated  that  cxecutrie 
privilc.ge  will  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing possible  crimin.al  conduct  or  discussions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


.Allegations  surrounding  the  Watergate  affair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  President 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  has  dcx  eloped  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  arc  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operations  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  Watergate  have  become 
entangled  in  the  ease. 

.As  a  result,  .some  n.itlonal  sccuritv  infom.ition  has 
already  been  mavle  puMie.  thniujh  court  orders,  through 
the  subporuain.g  of  documents,  and  through  testim.ony 
witnesses  h.ive  given  in  judiei.il  and  Congressional  rro- 
ceedings.  Other  sensitive  docunients  arc  now  threatened 
with  disclosure.  Continued  silence  about  these  operations 
woulil  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  aud  would 
.ils(i  x.i've  In  pt-rpetiMte  .i  giiixs!v  tli.-.tortevl  view — wluch 
reteni  p.irii.il  disiloMiies  h.ue  gi\ cu — oi  the  nature  a;'.d 
pur|>.iM-  i>f  ilinsc  oper.itio:;s_ 


i«fb 


(146) 


1.3     PRESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMENT,   MAY  22,   1973,    9  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS 
693-94  


z-^i:i  XL  ot;r uv«=sT3- 


'!'.';<■  |.arposc  "f  I'r.ij  statement  is  tlu-fe!i;'d: 

l.■'i:^:,  to  set  forrh  the  facU  about  my  own  nrlationship 
to  th.:  V/atcrgatc  matter; 

—Second,  to  place  in  wme  perspective  some  of  the  more 
jc-i.-aannai — and  inaccurate — of  th^  charges  that  have 
fill.d  the  headlines  in  recent  da\s,  and  aL>o  some  of  the 
matters  that  axe  currently  being  di:icussed  in  Senate  testi- 
n:ony  and  elsewhere; 

— Third,  to  draw  the  distinction  between  national  secu- 
rity operations  and  the  Watergate  case.  To  put  the  other 
matters  in  perspective,  it  will  be  necessary  to  describe  the 
national  security  operations  first. 

In  citing  these  national  security  matters,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  place  a  national  security  "cover"  on  Water- 
gate, but  rather  to  separate  them  out  from  Watergate — 
and  at  the  same  time  to  explain  the  context  in  which  cer- 
tain actions  took  place  that  were  later  misconstruetl  or 
misused. 

Long  before  the  Watergate  break-in,  three  important 
national  security  operations  took  place  which  liave  subse- 
quently become  entangled  in  the  Watergate  case. 

— The  first  operation,  begun  in  1969,  was  a  program  of 
wiretaps.  Ail  were  legal,  under  the  authorities  then  exist- 
ing. They  were  undertaken  to  find  and  stop  serious 
national  security  leaks. 

— ^The  second  operation  was  a  reassessment,  which  I 
ordered  in  1970,  of  the  adequacy  of  internal  security 
measures.  This  resulted  in  a  plan  and  a  directive  to 
strengthen  our  intelligence  operations.  They  were  pro- 
tested by  Mr.  Hoover,  and  as  a  result  of  his  protest  they 
were  not  put  into  effect. 

— The  third  operation  was  the  establishment,  in  1971, 
of  a  Special  Investigations  Unit  in  the  White  House.  Its 
primary  mission  was  to  plug  leaks  of  vital  security  infor- 
maticn.  I  also  directed  this  group  to  prepare  an  accurate 
history  of  certain  crucial  national  security  matters  whicli 
occurred  under  prior  administrations,  on  which  the  Gov- 
ernment's records  were  incomplete. 

Here  is  the  background  of  these  thj"ee  security  opera- 
tions initiated  in  my  Administration. 


1969  Wiretaps 


r 

I  By  mid- 1969,  my  .Administration  had  begun  a  number 
of  highly  sensitive  foreign  policy  initiatives.  They  were 
aimed  at  ending  the  wnr  in  Vietnam,  achieving  a  settle- 
ment in  the  Middle  East,  limiting  nuclear  arms,  and  estab- 
lishing new  relationships  among  the  great  powers.  These 
involved  highly  secret  diplomacy.  They  were  closely  inter- 
related. Lexks  of  .secret  information  about  any  one  could 
endanger  all. 

E:<att!y  that  happened.  News  accounts  appeared  in 
1959,  which  \v<Te  obviously  bn.sed  on  leaks — some  of  them 
ex:e:i.-iive  and  detailed — bv  people  having  arrcs.-i  to  the 


iricl..;ive>  i;r::e<.s  f!!rt:!-jr  Iciks  lou'-l  he  prc\(;.-.;ed.  Thj 
required  nnJintj  thesourttof  the  leaks. 

I-  order  t'j  do  thl-,  a  special  progr.im  of  -.vi.otaps  -.vai 
insriv:;ed  in  mid-1969  and  terminated  in  Fcbruar/  1971. 
Fe'.>?r  :nan  2'>  taps,  of  varj-ing  duration,  wore  involvei. 
Tiiev  p.-cduced  important  !.;ads  that  made  it  po<s;'.)!e  to 
di'r.:en  the  security  of  highly  seniitive  materials.  I  author- 
ised "hs  entire  program.  Each  individual  tap  was  under- 
taken in  accordance  with  procedures  legal  at  che  time  and 
in  accord  with  longstanding  precedent. 

The  persons  who  were  subject  to  these  wiretaps  were 
determined  through  coordination  among  the  Director  ot 
the  FBI.  my  Assistant  for  National  Security  Aitairs,  and 
the  Attorney  General.  Those  wfiretapped  were  selected  on 
the  baas  of  access  to  the  information  leaked,  material  in 
security  files,  and  evidence  that  developed  as  the  inquiry 
proceeded. 

Information  thus  obtained  was  made  available  to  senior 
officials  responsible  for  nadonal  security  matters  in  order 
to  curtail  further  lea.ks. 

The  1970  Intelucence  Plan 


t     offici 
Ijocu 


-:.  h'c;hly  c!aS3:.*:i'd  • 


to  carry 


■■VM-fl  (hi'sc  dipliini.i'ii; 


In  the  spring  and  summer  of  1970,  anothtr  security 
problem  reached  cridcal  proportions.  In  March  a  wave 
of  bombings  and  explosions  struck  college  campuses  and 
cities.  There  were  400  bomb  threats  in  one  24-hour  period 
in  New  York  City.  Rioting  and  violence  on  college  cam- 
puses reached  a  new  peak  after  the  Cambodian  operation 
and  the  tragedies  at  Kent  State  and  Jackson  State.  The 
1969-70  sciiool  year  brought  nearly  1,800  campus  dem.- 
onstrarions  and  nearly  250  cases  of  arson  on  campus.  Many 
coDeres  dosed.  Gun  batdes  between  guerrilla-style  groups 
and  police  were  taking  place.  Some  of  the  disrupdve  ac- 
ti\ities  were  receiving  foreign  support. 

Complicating  the  task  of  maintaining  security  was  the 
fact  Lhat.  m  1956,  certain  types  of  undercover  FBI  oper- 
ations that  had  been  conducted  for  many  years  had  been 
suspended.  This  also  had  substantially  impaired  our  abil- 
ity to  collect  foreign  intelligence  information.  \t  the  same 
time,  "he  relationships  between  the  FBI  and  other  intelli- 
gence agencies  had  been  deteriorating.  By  May  1970,  FBI 
Director  Hoov  er  shut  oflF  his  agency's  liaistm  with  the  CI-\ 
altogether. 

On  June  5,  1970,  I  met  with  the  Director  of  the  FBI 
(Mr.  Hoover),  the  Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Ajencv-  Mr.  Richard  Hekns),  the  Director  of  the  De- 
fense Intelligence  Agency  (Gen.  Donald  V.  Bennett),  and 
the  Director  of  the  Nadonal  Security-  Agencv  (.Aclm.  Noel 
Gavler'.  \Ve  discussed  the  urgent  need  for  betcer  intelli- 
gence cp-erations.  I  apprtinted  Director  Hoover  as 
chai.-rT:in  of  .t-n  interagency  committee  to  prepare  recom- 
m.e.^d2t:o^a. 

O.-  June  25.  li'.e  i:omi!u:tee  submitted  a  report  which 
incU:Jeci  -ipi-cifir.  (iption^  for  evp.inded  intelli-^ena-  opir- 
r.-.i-.TL^.   Ciid  i\!  Jiilv    2.'>   t'nc-  .ij;e:i.-ios  wer;   n^>::;'.e,I  b- 


m 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


intei 
I  thesi 


intended. 

Senator  Case.   I  would  like,  if  I  may  run  over  with  you 
these  several  taps. 

Senator  Symington.   Talk  a  little  louder. 

Senator  Case.  Yes,  I  would  like  to  run  over  these  several 
taps  with  you  in  relation  to  the  matter  of  the  leaks.   The  first 
one  on  the  record  was  one  of   Q    .As  to  that,  may  I 
just  draw  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  general  your 
explanation  of  the  initiation  of  this  procedure  was  that  you 
had  been  concerned  about  it,  you  talked  about  it  with  the 
President,  a  meeting  was  held  of  you  and  the  President  and 
Mr  .Mitchell. 

Mr. Kissinger.   Hoover. 

Senator  Case.  And  Mr.  Hoover  and  that  apparently  was 
on  the  9th  of  May. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   Or  whatever  the  day  was  that  that  leak 
occurred . 

Senator  Case.  At  least,  in  any  event,  you  met  on  the  9th 
of  May  with  Hoover  and  that  may  have  been  the  only  meeting 
you  had  with  him  but  anyway,  you  met  with  him.  The  reason  X  make 
the  point,  one  of  those  taps,  that  of        Q  of  


was  instituted  by  the  request  made  on  May  2nd  of  that 


year  and  I  wonder  if  you  could  give  an  explanation  of  who 
initiated  that. 

Mr.  Kissinger.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  — 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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Senator  Case.   It  was  stated  that  It  was  requested  by 
General  Haig,  that  Is  to  say,  your  alter-ego,  I  guess,  on 
behalf  of  the  President.   I  wondered  if  you  could  go  into  it. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   If  it  happened  before  that  meeting,  then 
I  have  no  explanation  for  it  because  the  first  time  I  heard  of 
wiretapping  was  at  that  meeting. 

Now,  it  is  fairly  conceivable,  I  think  the  easy  way  to 
check  it  is  to  find  out  when  that    Q     story  appeared  that 

and  whenever  that  story  appeared  was  the 

date  that  my  knowledge  of  the  program  begins.  I  was  unaware 
of  any  wiretapping  prior  to  that  story.   And,  therefore,  I 
would  have  no  explanation  for  it. 

Senator  Case.   Do  you  have  any  recollection  that  you  did 
discuss  the  desirability  of  that  particular  tap,  before  it  was 
initiated? 

Mr.  Kissinger.  No,  I  certainly  did  not. 

Senator  Case.   Did  you  talk  with  Haig  about  it?  Did  he  go 
off  on  his  own? 

Mr.  Kissinger.   It  would  be  inconceivable  to  me  that  Haig 
would  go  off  on  his  own  so  It  would  have  to  be  they  are  on 
instructions  from  me  or  Mr.  Haldeman.  But  it  is  also  possible 
that  the  meeting  I  remember  happening  on  May  9th  happened  on 
May  2nd.   That  seems  to  be  the  more  likely  reason. 

Senator  Case.  In  general,  as  your  recollection  is  now, 
the  tap  on    Q    was  a  part  of  this  general  program? 


Llld 
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Mr.  Kissinger.  [Deleted.]  The  origin  of  this  particular  program 
was  a  meeting  in  the  President's  office  which  I  have  dcscriberi  to  \ou, 
and  in  which  the  Pre.sident  ordered  the  use  of  wiretaps,  and  in  which 
mv  contribution  was  to  describe  leaks  that  had  occurred.  I  would  sum 
up  the  problem  at  the  time  as  follows — and  I  had  asked  myself  this 
question  verj-  rruch:  Did  I  have  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
Government  was  doing  anything  wrong?  And  second,  was  I,  in  exe- 
cuting orders  that  I  thought  were  legal,  doing  anything  that  was 
wrong  or  illegal? 

I  can  say  that  the  idea  that  this  was  not  common  practice  or  that 
tliis  was  in  any  sense  illegal,  simply  never  crossed  my  mind.  I  believed, 
when  the  Director  of  the  FBI  said  this  had  been  common  practice  in 
every  pre\iou3  administration,  that  it  was  a  distasteful  program  that 
was  being  reinstituted  in  this  administration.  I  do  not  from  my  own 
knowledge  know  that  this  program  was  carried  out  in  previous  ad- 
ministrations. 

I  have  been  told  since,  again  by  many  people  who  should  know, 
that  it  was  carried  out  in  previous  administrations. 

As  to  my  own  role,  I  think,  what  you  have  seen  will  support  that  I 
confined  my  participation  scrupulously  to  individuals  who  had  had 
access  to  the  information,  and  that  nobody  was  penalized  as  a  result 
of  this.  On  the  contrary,  many  of  the  people  who  were  part  of  the  pro- 
gram became  my  closest  associates,  and  others  who  had  been  part  of 
this  program  had  been  kept  on  my  staff  against  very  strong  opposition 
from  many  quarters.  [Deleted.] 

And  after  this  one  program  I  did  not  participate  in  any  other 
internal  security  program  of  the  administration  so  none  of  these 
memorandums  to  which  Senator  Symington  referred  to  this  morning, 
the  Huston  program,  the  Plumber  program,  or  whatever  else  was  done, 
or  the  approa(;h  to  Mr.  Helms  in  the  Watergate  episode,  was  conducted 
with  any  knowledge  of  my  office  or  of  me  personally.  I  tliink  this  is 
what  the  committee  should  keep  in  mind  when  it  assesses  the  degree 
of  my  own  propensity  to  use  such  tactics. 

Senator  Muskie.  When  the  experience  of  previous  administrations 
was  described,  was  it  described  as  being  used  to  uncover  leaks? 

Mr.  KifsiNGEH.  It  was  described  as  having  been  used  to  uncover 
leaks  and  to  protect  national  security  information.  But  I  might  have 
been  remiss  in  not  inquiring  further  into  it. 

Senator  Muskie.  I  am  not  making  that  judgment  necessarily. 

Mr.  Kissinger.  That  is  how  it  was  described  to  me. 

Senator  M-;skie.  You  see,  T  make  a  distinction  between  national 
security  as  a  justification,  and  leaks.  To  close  leaks  and  sources  of 
leaks  would  require  a  surveillance  effort  that  could  be  as  wide  as  the 
2K  million  ci\-il  servants  of  this  Government.  If  the  closing  of  leaks 
is  a  sufficient  justification,  there  is  no  limit.  I  gather,  of  course,  from 
your  testimony  that  there  were  limits  to  tliis  in  actual  fact.  But  if  you 
establish  it  as  a  principle,  then  the  principle  is  prettv  hard  to  contain. 

[Deleted.! 

B.\SIS    FOR    I.MTIATING    WIRET.\PS 

Senator  Muskie.  Now  with  respect  to  each  wiretap  initiated  as  a 
result  of  the  iiiime  that  you  jirovidod,  was  that  related  to  a  specific 
leak  of  speciiic  iufoniiation?  I  know  you  couldn't  recall.  But  was  it 
your  iniiiression  that  it  was  a  si)0(ific  li';ik  of  specific  iuforin;itioQ  or 
a  fishing  expedition? 


(150) 


U 


1.6     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  DEPOSITION,    JVLY  25,    1973,    HALPERIN  V. 


KISSINGER,    33 


don't  want  to  interrupt  you  unless  I  have  to  but  I 
believe  this  does  go  to  che  substance  of  much  of  these 
records  and  if  you  are  entitled  to  this  information, 
that  would  best  be  determined  by  the  court. 
Q    Turn  to  the  next  page,  page  chree;  'H-Then  a  government 
agency  or  the  White  House  requests  surveillance  the  request  is 
studied  by  the  senior  officials  of  the  FBI   and  if  the  Director 
approves,  authority  is  then  requested  from  the  Attorney  General.' 

I  think  once  before  you  testified  that  the  request 
came  from  the  White  House? 
A    Yes. 


Q    Was  there  any  particular  person  in  the  White  House  who 
cade  that  request? 

A    As  I  stated  in  my  press  conference  this  whole  investi- 
gation into^  ^'^/f^^  leaks  was  initiated  by  conversations  between 
^''Dr.  Kissinger  and  Mr.  Hoover.   Then  there  were  requests,  some     ' 
of  which  seemed  to  have  come  through  the  FBI  and  some  from  the 
White  House.   It  resulted  in  giving  the  request  to  the  attorney 
I   general  for  the  authorizations. 

Q    On  the  request  for  Mr-.-Ha-l'pe^in,  did  that  request  come 
from  the  Wliite  House  or  from  within  the  FBI  staff? 

MR.  CHRISTENEURY:   We  will  have  to  object  on  the 

Game  grounds  as  offered  before.   That  is  to  not  go  incc^ 
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we  are  going  to  rim  our  Government  that  seems  to  mc  to  be  very 
interesting. 

Senator  Scott.  Could  the  Attorney  General  break  ilown  tfie  cate- 
gories of  these  wiretaps?  Are  they  all  alike,  all  17  of  them,  or  did  they 
fall  into  different  categones? 

HEAKIXG  PROCEDURE 

Seuator  J.4.vits.  Mr.  Chairman,  would  the  Senator  ^ield,  may  I 
respectfully  suggest  as  always  we  follow  some  procedure."  I  would  like 
to  question  the  witnesses  very  closel}'  and  I  await  on  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair  as  to  how  we  should  go  about  it. 

The  CH-tiRMAX.  I  was  waiting  for  the  Attorney  General  to  proceed 
with  his  statement  and  then  we  will  have  the  usual  questioning. 

Senator  Javits.  All  right. 

BOHLEN  CASE 

Senator  Sparkman.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  you  move  on,  j^ou  re- 
ferred to  the  Bohlen  case.  You  remember  we  were  at  an  impasse  on 
that  when  the  Chair  appointed  Senator  Taft  and  me  to  go  down  and 
check. 

I  don't  know  just  what  may  be  imphed  by  the  term,  "the  raw  files." 
We  saw  ever>-tbing  that  was  in  that  and  I  suppose  that  w-as  it.  We 
came  back  and  reported  to  the  committee.  Senator  Taft  made  a  very 
strong  statement  on  the  Senate  floor.  I  made  a  mild  one,  but  we  both 
came  up  with  this  feeling  that  we  would  never  want  to  be  investigated 
by  the  FBI  on  the  basis  of  the  supposed  facts  that  they  had  intheir 
files.  Much  of  it,  I  think,  was  utterly  ridiculous,  and  the  statement 
was  made  to  the  coirmiittee  and  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  we 
promptly  moved  to  approve  Mr.  Bohlen's  confirmation. 

REVEALING   IXFORMATION    SUPPORTED 

I  don't  see  that  there  would  be  anything  hurtful  in  revealing  this 
information.  I  would  like  to  know  if  all  of  his  aides  that  were  connected 
with  the — I  understand  this  was  connected  with  the  National  Securit}' 
CouncD,  wasn't  it,  and  involved  leaks  that  were  given.  In  fact  we  saw 
those  kaks  in  the  papers  ourselves  at  that  time.  They  thought  it  was 
highly  important.  But  if  they  were  all  tapped  why  then  we  might  be 
concerned  with  all  of  them,  all  of  us  as  a  general  principle.  We  are 
particularly  concerned  with  one  who  is  now  on  the  staff  of  our  com- 
mittee and  it  seems  to  me  we  would  be  entitled  to  have  full  information 
on  them. 

The  Chairman.  Go  ahead,  Mr.  Attorney  General. 

INFOR.MATION's    IMPORTANCE    TO    COMMITTEE    AGREED    WITH 

Mr.  Richardson.  There  is  certainly  no  disagreement  between  the 
committee  and  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  and  myself  u-ith  respect  to  the  im- 
portance to  the  committee  of  the  infonnation  about  the  procedure 
followed  and  Dr.  Kissinger's  role  in  it.  The  memorandum  which  has 
just  been  distributed  to  you  in  efl'ect  embodies  all  the  information  that 
can  be  gleaned  from  the  report  in  that  respect  and  it  might  be  useful 
if  I  proceed  from  page  2  of  this  memorandum  before  we  resume 
questioning. 
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SPECIAL   PROGRAM    OF   WIRETAPS 

In  Older  to  find  the  souicc  of  the  leaks  that  have  become  of  concern 
to  the  administration  in  the  spring  of  1969,  a  special  program  of 
wiretaps  was  instituted  in  mid-1969  and  terminated  in  February  1971. 
The  information  thus  obtained  wns  made  available  to  senior  ofHciah 
responsible  for  national  security  matters  in  order  to  curtail  further 
leaks. 

Mr.  Ruckclshaus,  as  he  said  earlier,  in  a  pre=;  conference  on  May  14, 
1973,  elaborated  further  on  this  background.  In  all,  17  individuals 
were  tapped  as  part  of  tliis  special  program.  In  each  case  a  reciucst 
for  authorization  was  submitted  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell  by 
the  Director  of  the  FBI,  J.  Edgar  Hcover.  All  rhe  requests  for  author- 
ization were  signed  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and  approved  by  John  N. 
Mitchell.  "  ^ 

The  individuals  tapped  fell  into  three  categories. 

1.  Governmental  emploj^ees  who  had  access  to  sensitive  information; 

2.  Xesvsm.eu  who  had  printed  leaked  information; 

3.  Governmental  employees  who  were  discovered  from  the  taps 
themselves  as  possiblj'  involved  in  the  leaks. 

Thirteen  of  the  taps  were  governmental  employees  and  four  were 
newsmen.  The  fii-st  taps  were  installed  in  May  1969  and  the  last 
were  takoa  of?  in  February  1971.  They  range..;  in  length  from  1  to 
21  months. 

The  FBI  report  to  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  reflects  the  concern  ovf^r  the 
Laks  of  sensitive  information  transmitted  to  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Director  of  the  FBI  in  early  May  1969  by  the  President  and 
Dr.  Kissinger.  The  FBI  records  on  which  this  report  was  based  do 
not,  however,  reflect  all  the  deliberations  that  led  to  any  given  wiretap 
or  the  relevance  to  the  leaked  information  of  all  the  taps  placed. 
Some  names  to  be  tapped  were  generated  by  considtation  between 
the  NSC  staff  and  William  Sullivan,  the  FBI  Assistant  Director  for 
Domestic  Intelligence.  When  the  NSC  supplied  a  name  the  request 
for  authoiTj^ation  to  the  Attorney  General  recited  that  fact  with 
little  elaboration  by  the  FBI.  This  reflected  the  FBI's  traditional 
role  as  the  sole  agency  in  the  Federal  Government  that  conducted 
national  security  wiretaps. 

"""^  DR.  Kissinger's  role 

As  best  can  be  determined  from  the  FBI  records.  Dr.  Kissinger's 
role  included  expressing  concern  over  leaks  of  sensitive  material  and 
when  this  concern  was  coupled  ^vith  that  of  the  President  and  trans- 
mitted to  the  Director  of  the  FBI,  it  led  to  eE'orts  to  stem  the  leaks, 
which  efforts  included  some  wiretaps  of  Government  employees  and 
newsmen.  His  role  further  involved  the  supplying  to  the  FBI  of 
names  of  indi^-iduals  in  the  Government  who  had  access  to  sensitive 
information  and  occasional  review  of  information  generated  by  the 
program  to  determine  its  usefulness.  Any  further  elaboration  of  his 
role  would  have  to  come  from  Dr.  Kissinger  himself. 

This  is  all  that  can  be  found  in  the  report.  The  rest  of  the  report 
deals  with  the  summar)'  of  information  obtaiuetl  about  these  indi- 
viduals from  the  taps  themselves. 

I  should  elaborate  a  little,  I  think,  because  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  and  I 
have  talked  to  Dr.  Ki.ssiiiger  in  order  to  supplonient  our  own  undcr- 
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William  D.  Ruckelshacs,  Actint,  DiKtcxon,  FBI,  Press  Coxferexck,  M  w  11 

1973,  2:00  P.M. 

Mr.  Co.N.MY.  Good  afternoon.  This  is  au  on  the  recr.rd  news  conference  with 
William  D.  Rv.ckelsliaus,  .4.ctin3  Director  of  the  FBI.  Air.  Ruckc-l^huiK-;  has  a 
brief  sratement,  after  v.hich  he'll  be  plea.=;ed  to  respond  to  anv  questions.  There 
are  hand  microphones  on  the  sides  of  the  room  may  I  sujcgest  it  will  lie  ea.sier  for 
all  of  us  to  hear  if  you  use  those  when  you  do  ask  your  questions.  There  is  a 
background  paper  on  wiretapping  that's  available  to  you.  Vou  may  use  it  as  you 
see  fit.  There  is  also  a  text  of  Mr.  Ruckelshaus'  .statement  and  a  full  transcript  of 
the  entire  nev/a  conference  vvill  be  available,  hopefully,  later  today. 

Mr.  RrcKELSH.vcs.  Gentlemen,  I'd  like  to  read  this  statement,  in  its  entirety 
so  Hiat  we  have  this  problem  in  conte.\t  before  your  questions. 

Shortl.v  after  assuming  this  job,  my  attention  was  drav.n  to  several  newspaper 
and  periodical  accounts  of  electronic  surveillances,  better  known  as  wiretaps, 
having  been  placed  on  telephones  of  government  employees  and  newsmen  in  an 
effort  tostem  the  leaks  of  information  related  to  highly  sensitive  foreign  policy 
issues.  Upon  inquiry,  I  was  informed  by  FBI  emplo^-ees  that  these  surveillances 
had  been  performed  and  that  the  records  relating  to  them  were  missing  from  the 
FBI  files.  .AlIso  the  question  had  been  raised  in  the  Ellsberg  trial  whether  informa- 
tion from  these  alleged  taps  had  been  used  by  the  prosecution  in  any  way  and  thus 
tainted  the  evidence. 

As  a  result  of  this  information,  I  immediately  ordered  an  investigation  into  the 

facts  surrounding  the  taps  and  the  missing  records.  The  investigation  was  started 

Friday,   May   4,    1973,  and  was  conducted  under  my  personal  supervision  by 

highly  skilled   FBI   personnel  at  Headquarters.   Forty-two  separate  inter\ievvs 

were  conducted,  all  by  Headquarters  per^sonnel,  and  included  travel  to  Phoeni.f, 

Arizona;  Tampa,  Florida;  Savannah,  Georgia;  New  York  City;  and  Stamford, 

Connecticut. 

r       'ihe  investigation  revealed  that  from  May,  1969,  to  February,  1971,  based  on 

I    consultations  between  the  Director  of  the  FBI  and  the  White  House,  certain 

I    wiretaps  were  instituted  in  an  effort  to  pinp  not  responsibility  for  leaks  of  highly 

sensitive  and  classified  information  which,  i.i  the  opinion  of  those  charged  with 

conducting  our  foreign  policy,  were  compromising  the  Nation's  effectiveness  in 

negotiations  and  other  dealings  with  foreign  powers. 

There  was  a  total  of  17  wiretaps  placed  for  this  purpose.  Four  were  placed  on 

newsmen  as  the  potential  recipients  of  leaks  and  thirteen  on  government  employees 

as  the  potential  sources.  The  taps  were  on  for  varying  lengths  of  time  during  the 

griod  in  question;  two  for  as  little  as  30  days  and  one  for  as  long  a.s  21  months. 

Thcso  requests  were  handled  in  the  same  way  as  other  requests  involving 
national  security  for  a  number  of  years  and  in  prior  .\dministrations.  When  a 
government  agency  or  the  White  House  requests  surveillance  the  request  is  studied 
by  the  senior  officials  of  the  FBI,  and  if  the  Director  approves,  authority  is  then 
requested  from  the  Attorney  General.  If  he  approves,  as  was  done  in  this  case,  the 
surveillance  commences,  summaries  are  prepared  from  the  logs,  which  are  trans- 
mitted to  the  interested  agency,  or  as  in  this  c;xse,  the  White  House. 

Because  of  the  sensitivity  of  these  particular  surveillances,  the  records  were 
ver>-  closely  held;  first  in  the  Director's  Office  and  then  on  the  Director's  orders 
under  the  custody  of  Mr.  W.  C.  Sullivan  who  was  an  Assistant  to  the  Director. 

The  investigation  indicates  thol  sometime  in  the  summer  of  1971,  after  the 
taps  were  all  taken  off,  Mr.  Sullivan  contacted  Mr.  Robert  Mardian,  who  was  then 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Internal  c>ecurity  Division,  and 
informed  him  of  the  nature  of  these  records  and  recommended  that  they  be  trans- 
ferred to  The  White  House.  According  to  Mr.  Mardian,  the  recomniendation  w.os 
made  on  the  claim  by  Mr.  SuUivan  that  Mr.  Hoover  might  use  the  records  in 
some  manner  against  the  Attorney  General  or  the  President.  Mr.  t^ullivan  does  not 
affirm  Mr.  Mardian's  claim.  There  is  certainly  no  proof  that  Mr.  Hoover  had 
such  intention  but  the  charge  had  its  desired  effect.  According  to  Mr.  Mardian,  he 
informed  Mr.  Mitchell,  who  in  turn  informed  The  White  House.  The  records  were 
taken  from  the  files  by  Mr.  Sullivan,  who  ordered  them  given  to  Mr.  Mardian,  who 
dehvered  them  to  The  White  House. 

When  the  FBI  discovered  the  records  were  missing  upon  Mr.  Sullivan's  retire- 
ment in  the  fall  of  1971,  it  commenced  an  inquiry  which  ended  when  Mr.  Hoover 
was  informed  by  Mr.  ^Iitchell  that  the  records  had  been  destroyed.  It  should  be 
noted  that  Mr.  MitcheU  has  denied  making  such  a  statement  to  Mr.  Hoover. 
This  conflict  cannot  be  resolved  because  of  Mr.  Hoover's  death.  Mr.  MitcheU, 
however,  confirmed  that  the  records  were  moved  to  The  White  House. 
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In  any  event,  the  FBI  accepted  the  premise  that  the  records  had  been  destroyed, 
and  when  I  assumed  my  present  position,  I  had  no  reason  to  believe  thut  the 
records  were  still  intact.  It  was  not  until  last  Tlnirsday  night  that  oiir  investiga- 
tion revealed,  during  an  interview  with  Mr.  Mardian  in  Phoenix,  that  the  records 
probably  still  existed  and  might  be  in  The  White  House. 

The  next  day  the  records  were  located  in  The  White  House,  having  been  filed 
in  a  safe  in  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  outer  office. 

Unfortunately,  the  records  were  not  located  in  time  to  respond  to  Judge  Byrne's 
inquiries  about  the  potential  taint  of  evidence  in  the  EUsberg  trial.  The  inter- 
ceptiou  of  EUsberg's  conversations  all  occurred  when  he  was  either  a  guest  of 
Morton  Halperin,  National  Security  Council,  or  conversing  with  him.  It  was  one 
of  those  conversations  of  Mr.  EUsberg  which  I  had  informed  the  Judge  on  Wednes- 
day, May  9,  1973,  had  been  remembered  by  one  of  our  employees  who  had 
monitored  the  tape.  Of  course,  whether  the  location  of  the  records  would  have 
had  any  affect  on  the  Judge's  decision  is  not  for  me  to  say. 

On  Saturday  an  FBI  Agent  and  I  went  to  The  White  House,  identified  and 
retrieved  the  records  and  they  now  rest  iu  the  FBI  files. 

The  investigation  was  conducted  with  skill,  speed  and  effectiveness  by  the 
FBI  and  res'olted  in  the  full  retrieval  of  the  records.  I  beheve  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  reveal  these  facts  so  that  this  story  can  be  put  in  proper  perspective. 

Now  I  have  two  more  points  that  I  want  to  make,  gentlemen.  One  is  that  I 
recognize  how  very  emotional  the  question  of  wiretaps  is  in  our  society,  and  I 
a-sked  at  the  time  this  investigation  started  that  a  history  of  the  use  of  electronic 
surveillances  or  wiretaps  in  the  FBI  or  by  the  FBI  be  prepared.  The  handout 
that  you  now  have  or  is  available  is  the  result  of  that  inquiry.  I  felt  that  the 
history  was  informative  and  good  enough  that  it  warranted  being  handed  out  at 
this  press  conference  so  that  again  these  taps  can  be  placed  in  that  historical 
perspective.  Secondly,  since  I  am  sure  it  will  be  one  of  the  first  questions,  I  want  to 
touch  on  the  reasons  why  I  have  not  revealed  the  names  of  the  17  people  who 
were  placed  under  electronic  surveillance  dtiring  the  course  of  this  effort  to  stem 
the  leaks.  At  first  I  felt  it  was  probably  a  good  thing  to  reveal  these  names  in  the 
interest  of  opermess  and  letting  the  public  know  precisely  what  happened.  And 
upon  reflection  I  concluded  that  the  potential  harm  to  be  done  by  the  release  of 
these  names  outweighed  the  good  that  could  result  in  the  openness  of  revealing 
them.  The  potential  harm  is  clear  to  the  employees  of  the  Government  in  that 
their  positions  in  the  Government  since  they  were  at  least  once  under  suspicion 
and  most,  if  not  all  of  them,  have  since  been  exonerated,  might  be  jeopardized. 
It's  less  clear  as  to  the  newsmen  as  to  why  the  names  would  not  be  released,  but 
again,  upon  reflection  and  a  certain  degree  of  agonizing  I  concluded  that  the 
potential  was  still  there  for  some  harm  to  be  done  by  revealing  iheir  names  to 
the  public.  And  I  was  finally  persuaded  by  the  realization  that  if  I  made  a  mistake 
in  releasing  the  names  there  was  nothing  I  could  do  about  it,  but  if  I  make  a 
mistake  in  not  releasing  them  I  can  always  rectify  that  mistake  by  doing  so  later. 
So  in  response  to  any  of  your  questions  as  to  what  these  names  are,  or  who  is 
involved,  my  answer  will  be  the  same  and  that  is  that  I  will  neither  confirm  nor 
deny  that  any  of  the  names  that  you  request  are  the  subjects  of  this  surveillance. 
I'll  now  attempt  to  answer  your  questions. 

LEA.KS    RESULTING    IN    SUBMISSION    OF    PARTICUX.\R    NAME 

The  Ch.\ir.m.\n.  Could  yo\i  indicate  what  leaks,  for  e.xample, 
occuiTed  that  resulted  in  the  submission  of  a  particular  name?  Does 
this  occur  in  the  summary? 

Mr.  RicH.\EDSON.  No,  it  does  not.  The  summary  only  contains 
the  sort  of  general  background  that  was  described  by  Air.  Ruckelshaus 
in  his  May  14  statement  and  later  by  the  President  in  his  Ma}'  22 
statement. 

ATTORNEY  GENERAL's  REQUESTS  FOR  TAPS 

The  CHAiRiiAX.  Does  the  summary  indicate  whether  or  not  the 
Attorne}'  General  requested  any  names  to  be  tapped? 

Mr.  RiCH.A.RD30N.  There  are  two  instances— I  want  Bill  to  hear 
this — the  chairman's  question  was  does  the  summary  indicate  anv 
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2.     Ill  each  of  the  seventeen  cases  of  wiretapping  in  the  program 
authorized  by  the  President,  the  FBI  wrote  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell 
requesting  written  authorization  after  receiving  a  directive  for  a  tap. 
In  each  of  the  seventeen  cases,  the  Attorney  General  authorized  the 
wiretap.   Mitchell  has  denied  seeing  or  signing  any  such  authorizatioas 
and  denied  seeing  any  summaries  of  wiretap  logs. 
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him,  of  which  he  may  bo  afraid  or  something  of  that  sort,  puts  him  in 
the  control  of  the  person  who  has  that  information  to  a  degree  wliich 
is  intolerable  and  therefore  it  is  something  never  to  be  used  except  in 
the  most  extreme  circumstances.  We  have,  us  a  committee,  the  duty  on 
this  occasion  to  make  that  point. 

The  Chairjian.  That  is  the  point  I  am   trvnng  to  make  myself. 

COMMITTEE  REPRESEXT.\TIVES  XOT  REQUUiED  TO  PASS  JUDGMENT  ON'  17 

Senator  Aiken.  May  I  ask  one  question  there.  Would  the  rei)rc- 
sentatives  of  this  committee  be  required  to  pass  judgment  on  the 
guilt  or  innocence  of  the  17  people? 

The  Chairma.v.  Xo;  that  is  not  involved.  It  is  the  procedure  that 
is  involved. 

Senator  Aikex.  But  if  one  of  them  was  found 

_^^^  PROCESS    OF    initiating    ELECTRONIC    SURVEILL.\XCE 

Mr.  Richardson.  May  I  make  one  comment,  Mr.  Chaii-man,  in 
reply  to  Senator  Case's  statement.  It  should  be  clear  both  with  respect 
to  the  past  and  certainly  the  future  that  the  Secretary  of  State  or  tlie 
adviser,  to  the  President  for  national  security  affairs  would  not  have 
in  any  event  the  power  unilaterally  to  initiate  electronic  surveillance 
of  any  individual. 

It  should  be  rcemphasized  that  in  each  instance  here  the  specific 
request  for  authorization  came  from  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  who  himself  obviously  bears  responsibility 
with  respect  to  techniques  of  investigation  employed  in  the  U.S. 
Government  and  in  each  instance,  the  request  for  authoiization  was 
approved  by  the  Attorney  General,  and  certaisdy  as  far  as  tlie  futiu'e 
is  concerned,  any  situation  which  was  deemed  by  Dr.  Kissinger  to 
potentially  justify,  and  I  am  not  sure  there  would  be  anj',  given  the 
history  of  this  situation,  but  if  it  were  to  arise,  the  Secretary  of  State 
woidd  come  either  to  the  Director  of  the  FBI,  Chief  Clarence  Kelly 
or  to  me,  and  we  would  have  to  exercise  independent  responsibility 
as  to  whether  or  not  this  teclmique  would  be  employed. 

The  Chair.\ian.  Senator  Church. 

NO    court    orders    obtained    for    17    TAPS 


I      or 
Las 


Senator  Church.  In  connection  with  any  of  these  17  taps,  I  take 
it  that  no  court  order  was  ever  obtained? 
Mr.  Richardson.  No. 

change  in  l.\w  concerning  wiretaps 

Senator  Church.  Has  there  been  a  change  of  the  law  in  this  respect 
as  a  result  of  subsequent  court  decisions  or  does  it  still  lie  within  the; 
power  of  the  Attorney  General  himself  to  sign  off  a  recjuest  by  the 
Director  of  the  FBI  arul  wiretap  an\  one  who  may  be  thought  suspect? 

Mr.  Richardson.  'J'iiere  has  been  a  change  in  the  law  since  the- 
wiretaps  in  issue  here.  This  was  reflected  in  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  so-called  Keith  case,  the  U.S.  v.  United 
State-t  District  Court  handed  down  in  June  of  1972.  That  decision  held 
that    the    Constitution    forbade    tbe    use    of   electronic    siu'xeillance 
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instance  in  which  the  Attorney  General  requested  or  originated  a 
request  for  a  wiretap,  there  are  two. 

jSfr.  RucKELSHAUs.  Yes,  there  are. 

Mr.  RiCH,\RDSON.  In  every  other  case  his  role  simply  appears  to 
have  been  that  of  appro\-ing  the  use  of  the  wiretap. 


ATTORNEY    GENER.\l's    DENIAL    OF  ASKING    FOR   TAPS 


I      The  Chairman.  I  thought  that  the  Attorney  General  had  said  at 
*  sometime  or  another  that  he  had  never  asked  for  specific  names  to 
be  tapped? 

Mr.  RtrcKELSHATJS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  I  can  answer  that 
question.  There  had  been  stories  that  appeared  starting  in  Time 
Magazine  back  in  February  of  1972  indicating  the  existence  of  these 
taps.  There  had  been  demals  by  Attorney  General  Mitchell  of  the 
existence  of  these  taps  starting  then,  and  as  the  press  conference 
record  indicates  this  denial  was,  in  effect,  belied  by  the  existence  of 
the  signed  authorizations  by  the  Attorney  General  himself  on  all  17 
of  these  taps  that  were  installed. 

APPROVAL    OF   AUTHORIZATIONS 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  sign  the  authorizations  in  blank  and  allow 
Mr.  Kissinger  to  fill  in  the  names? 

Mr.  RxTCKELSHATJs.  Mr.  Kissinger  never  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  authorizations  themselves.  That  would  be  a  request  form  that 
was  sent  from  the  director  of  the  FBI  requesting  authorization  to 
install  a  given  wiretap  to  the  Attorney  General.  On  the  bottom  of 
that  form  would  be  a  line  for  approval  by  the  Attorney  General. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  not  approve  them  in  blank? 

Mr.  RucKELSHADs.  No,  I  am  sure  he  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  In  batches  of  three  or  four,  is  that  not  tnie?  - 

Mr.  RucKELSHAUS.  I  am  sure  he  did  not  approve  these  in  blank, 
Mr.  Chairman.  But  in  fact  signed  them  as  he  would  receive  Ihera 
from  the  director  of  the  FBI. 

INITIATION    OF  TAPS 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  fair  to  say  that  all  but  maybe  one  or  two 
were  initiated  by  Mr.  Kissinger? 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.  No,  I  don't  think  that  is  fair  to  say  that  he 
initiated  the  taps  themselves.  I  think  the  names  were  generated  frora 
a  number  of  sources,  including  the  members  of  the  NSC  staff  who 
might  have  access  to  the  information  that  was  leaked.  I  thii\k  also 
some  of  the  names  were  generated  by  the  FBI  when  they  overheard 
in  the  given  wiretap  names  of  people  who  might  have  been  the  source. 

JUSTIFICATION    OF    AND    RATION.ALE    FOR   T.APS 

The  Chairman.  Take  [deleted]  who  was  [deleted]  to  [deleted]. 
What  in  the  world  would  be  the  excuse  for  tapping  his  phone?  \Yli:it 
could  be  the  justification?  This  puzzles  me  as  a  matter  of  procedure. 
I  am  not  particularly  interested  m  what  they  found  out,  but  it  seems 
very  odd  to  me  that  they  would  initiate  a  tap,  and  especially  if  Mr. 
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Date  of  transcription  May  12,  1973 


I  the 


John  G.  Mitchell,  former  United  States  Attorney  General,  furnished 
the  following  information  to  the  best  of  his  recollection: 

Sometime  during  the  Spring  or  Summer  of  1969  former  FBI  Director 
Hoover  met  with  him  and  advised  him  that  the  FBI  at  that  time  had  some 
wiretap  coverage  on  certain  individuals  specifically  requested  by  the  White 
House.   These  wiretaps  were  reportedly  instituted  to  uncover  possible  leaks 
emanating  from  the  White  House,  specifically  from  the  National  Security 
Council.   Mitchell  stated  it  was  not  unusual  for  him  not  to  have  known  of 
this  at  its  inception  since  on  many  occasions  Mr.  Hoover  would  deal  directly 
with  the  President  or  the  White  House  on  extremely  sensitive  matters,  and 
circumvent  the  Attorney  General's  office.  Mitchell  stated  that  up  until  this 
meeting  with  Director  Hoover  he  had  no  knowledge  that  any  such  special 
wiretaps  requested  by  the  White  House  were  in  effect.   He  stated  to  the  best 
of  his  recollection  the  requests  were  made  directly  by  the  l-Jhite  House  to 
either  Mr.  Hoover  or  former  Assistant  Director  W.  C.  Sullivan,  and  involved 
five  or  six  individuals,  including        N,  P,  and 

E.      He  stated        N       was  a  carryover  from  the 
Johnson  Administration.  He  could  not  recall  any  other  names. 

such 

Mitchell  stated  he  never  saw  nor  approved  any/requests  for  wiretap 
coverage  from  the  FBI,  stating  none  were  submitted  to  him  by  the  FBI. 
Mitchell  stated  the  reason  Mr.  Hoover  came  to  him  at  that  time  was  because 
he.  Hoover,  was  greatly  concerned  that  such  wiretaps  were  in  effect  and 
wanted  Mitchell  to  informally  intercede  with  the  White  House  in  an  effort  to 
discontinue  these  wiretaps.   To  the  best  of  Mitchell's  recollection  he  did, 
sometime  thereafter,  discuss  these  wiretaps  with  either  Colonel  Haig  or 
Dr.  Kissinger  at  the  White  House  and  they  (Mitchell,  Haig  and/or  Kissinger) 
agreed  that  these  wiretaps  could  become  "explosive"  and  that  this  whole 
operation  was  a  "dangerous  game  we  were  playing."  Mitchell  stated,  however, 
that  to  the  best  of  his  recollection  nothing  was  djne  as  a  result  of  his  informal 
discussions  mentioned  above  at  the  White  House.   Mitchell  stated  that  he  not 
only  never  saw  any  written  requests  for  Attorney  General  authorization  for 
the  placement  of  these  wiretaps  but  he  was  also  unaware  of  any  summaries 
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that  may  have  been  prepared  setting  forth  the  results  of  these  wiretaps.  He 
stated  if  such  authorizations  were  received  at  his  office,  he  would  personally 
handle  them. 

Mitchell  stated  to  the  best  of  his  recollection  the  next  time  that  he 
recalls  hearing  of  this  matter  was  during  the  period  when  former  Assistant 
Director  Sullivan  was  "on  the  skids"  with  Director  Hoover  and  the  FBI.   The 
closest  he  could  place  this  time  was  approximately  early  Fall  of  1971.  He 
vaguely  remembers  that  Robert  Mardian,  the  then  Assistant  Attorney  General 
in  Charge  of  the  Internal  Security  Division,  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  contacted  him,  Mitchell,  and  at  this  meeting  told  Mitchell  that  he 
had  just  recently  learned  from  W.  C,  Sullivan  about  the  existence  of  wiretap 
coverage  placed  by  the  FBI  at  the  request  of  the  White  House  on  certain  indi- 
viduals.  Mardian  indicated  to  Mitchell  that  Sullivan  was  furious  over  the 
way  he  was  being  treated  by  the  Director  and  that  for  this  reason  he  disclosed 
the  information  concerning  the  wiretaps  to  Mardian.   Sometime  thereafter, 
Sullivan  turned  over  to  Mardian  all  correspondence  relating  to  this  wiretap 
coverage. 

During  approximately  this  same  period,  Mr.  Hoover  contacted  Mitchell 
and  advised  him  of  the  problems  he  was  having  with  Sullivan  and,  in  fact, 
showed  Mitchell  a  lengthy  letter  he.  Hoover,  received  from  Sullivan  in  which 
Sullivan  accused  Hoover  of  running  contrary  to  the  President's  wishes  in 
many  instances.   Mitchell  recalls  telling  Mr.  Hoover  that  he  had  no  choice 
but  to  get  rid  of  Mr.  Sullivan.   At  this  point  Mitchell  described  Mr.  Sullivan 
as  being  "a  little  nuts."  Mitchell  stated  he  recalls  that  after  Mardian  came 
to  the  Department  of  Justice  as  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  Charge  of  the 
Internal  Security  Division,  Mr.  Hoover  became  quite  concerned  over  the 
fact  that  in  many  instances  both  Sullivan  and  his  subordinate,       9 
were  going  directly  to  Mardian  concerning  cases  being  handled  by  the 
Domestic  Intelligence  Division  and  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the 
Department,  which  was  an  attempt,  Mr.  Hoover  felt,  to  cut  him  off  from 
access  to  these  discussions.   To  the  best  of  his  recollection  Mitchell  stated 
that  Mardian  informed  him,  Mitchell,  that  he  subsequently  turned  over  all 
wiretap  correspondence  that  he  had  received  from  Sullivan  to  Mr.  John 
Ehrlichman  of  the  White  House.   According  to  Mitchell,  Mardian  felt  this  was 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  White  House  and  everyone  concerned.  Mitchell 
adamantly  stated  that  he  had  never  seen  any  of  these  papers,  that  Mardian 
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said  he  had  received  from  Sullivan  and  then  later  turned  over  to  the  l-fhite 
House.  Mitchell  could  not  recall  any  details  concerning  this  transfer  of 
correspondence  to  Mardian,  for  example,  specifically  whether  the  documents 
were  turned  over  to  Mardlan  by  Sullivan  voluntarily  or  perhaps  whether 
Mardian  requested  that  Sullivan  turn  over  the  documents  to  him. 


Mitchell  was  specifically  asked  if  on  or  about  October  2,  1971,  Hoover 
contacted  him  concerning  the  fact  that  Mardian  had  in  hij  possession  sensi- 
tive material  relating  to  the  wiretap  coverage,  and  the  fact  that  Mitchell 
assured  Hoover  that  Mardian  had  destroyed  this  material,   Mitchell  stated 
this  could  not  have  been  true  Inasmuch  as  Mardian  had  turned  over  the 
sensitive  material  in  question  to  Mr.  Erllchman  (sic)  in  the  White  House.   He 
stated  to  the  best  of  his  recollection  such  a  conversation  did  not  take  place 
between  him  and  the  Director  and  that  he  received  no  correspondence  from 
the  Director  confirming  such  a  conversation. 

Mitchell  suggested  that  if  it  has  not  already  been  dona,  that  the  FBI 
consider  reviewing  all  correspondence  relating  to  wiretap  cover.-.ge  In  all 
national  security  cases  which  he  would  have  been  aware  of  duri   his  te-  are 
as  Attorney  General  and  i  ich  would  now  be  located  presuniably  i  .  the  vault 
in  his  former  office.   Mlcchell  stated  that  while  he  was  Attorney  General 
and  during  the  pertinent  period  in  question  (1969  to  1971)  his  secretary  was 
S5,  whom  he  believes  currently  resides  in  ,  Florida. 

Mitchell  stated  this  was  not  the  first  instance  where  no  record  was 
made  of  sensitive  wiretap  coverage  requested  by  the  l^ite  House.  Mitchell 
recalled  soon  after  he  came  into  office.  Hoover  related  to  him  special 
wiretap  coverage  which  was  requested  by  former  President  Johnson  on  a 
highly  sensitive  matter.  Mr.  Mitchell  would  not  furnish  specifics  concern- 
ing this  particular  coverage. 

Concerning  W.  C.  Sullivan,  Mitchell  related  it  was  obvious  he 
wanted  the  job  of  FBI  Director  since,  on  numerous  occasions,  Sullivan 
was  in  personal  contact  with  various  members  of  the  White  House  staff 
and  was  always  "name  dropping  and  wheeling  and  dealing  there"  (White 
House) . 
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FtDTKAL    SLif.EAU    OF     irj  V  Er.TlG  AIlOiN 


Dot*  o(  trantCttpEion 


_?iL^2_12.JlUlo 


Jehu  G.  r.!UcIie!],  forj:aer  T.'r.Ued  Etiitcs  /ittornsy  Geaeml,  fuml3l)ed 
the  foIlGwins  Lnlari^ticn  to  the  best  cf  his  rceollectioa: 

SonetldO  durlr.^tho  Spring  or  Sunutier  of  lOrlO  iovnioT  FBIDii-ccior 
Kcorer  ii.ct  i^rith  hiia  anJ  advised  hitn  tlrJi  tha  TZl  tit  tiiat  tia'C  i^ad  Gcr^a 
"wii'Cin.p  ca7c;r:'.  vo  en  ceriaLi  Liaiviiuiiis  specifically  requoalcia  by-  the  V  'Itiie 
ijjOu,'ja.    These  u-iruiaps  wore-  rtporucoly  liisiviutcd  to  xuico/er  i^ccsiUli  lc-al<s 
eIn^il'ttL^j;  frcn'i  tlic  v.hLta  Ilcise,  £p;;cL:;cally  frorri  Uis  tlaaa-ial  Sacurit:,' 
Co'jnciU    .•-i.ltchsll  ctntad  it  was  tct  i^ii-jsual  for  hto  net  to  :jcv2  iaiOT?a  ol 
this  al  LLs  incepliaa  stocs  ca  t;:any  occaniosij  I'x.  Hc-over  v/culd  deal  directly 
with  ilia  Presv::;-;nt  or  tha  V.  rica  LTcuse  ca  e^rciiiely  consltivs  ir.atters,  crd 
clrcurr.veni  the  Attorney  Gcnsrai's  oLice.    Mitciiall  ctated  that  up  un'  il  this 
neeting  with  Director  i:007er  ha  !;aci  no  knoT7loir,o  that  air/  each  cpscial 
•wlrc-tr.ps  r5que:,tcci  by  tiia  -ri-hita  Ug\V:3  "^sra  in  cifoct- .  He  f t.r.iacl  to  tl-.s  host 
of  his  racoUecticii  tne  re-iruosts  were  r.:2i;e  clrc-cLLy  by  the;  V  hlte  liouGO  to 
eitiier  J.ir.  Eoover  or  fonrcr  /Lssistnr.t  mrectcr  v/.  C.  S'-Ili-.'sn,  aa'i  iavoleed 
'Ivo  T  cin  i7Lj^.v!~'.""?    Inc-U'iln'''  /V'  '^  jiTAi 

>g"  I;  a  -^txied       /V       was  a  carryover  a'rtoinimc:!  Iroza  tha 

Jo!;n:;on  Ad=ilai:;tr£iioii.    He  could  uot  recall  Siiy  cUisr  nazciea. 

such 

.  tiitchell  stated  he  naver  ca-^  nor  approve:!  ajr//requert3  for^^ii'ctsp 

coyera<^3  frojn  {ha  FBI,  ctatlng  nona  vara  sub^riiitcd  to  hici  L;y  tha  FUL 
Llitclioll  stata>i  tl:c  roaaca  ^^r.  fioov-er  c-anie  to  J.hn  at  that  time  v;as  b-jcause 
he,  IJoover,  vraa  ,'reatiy  ccncarEeci  U-.at  tjuci  r/lrc-taos  \9ara  iJi  cllact  and 
vrantcd  riitcheii  to  irJcrir.aiiy  latarccca  ipitli  tlia  /'hiie  I.ovsa  in  an  tiioit  to 
disccatL-iua  tiiosa  TS'trttaps.    To  tie  s^^ct  of  Ivliichall's  recoli-jctian  ii.j  aid, 
GOCiCtirue  therca:tcr,  discuss  these  wiretaps  wiUi  ciLher  Co.'cnei  Hal;:;  cr 
Dr.  Klasui^er  at  tha  Vliiia  I'ousa  xiyjt  itiay  (.viilchiU,  I'ai^  and/or  IdjsLiiger) 
Egrcad  Vizi.  thCiia  wlreta-3  cx-uld  i>aco~ja  "ejroicaive''  ana  thct  this  -v7r:oia 
cparaiioa  v/aa  a  ''i^i2.zoTCus  ^axiie  we  Tv'are  piayiag. "  jvlitchtill  staieci,  ho's^evor, 
tbai  to  Uie  bast  cl  his  rocoilei;tlon  nctiiin?  traa  doaa  as  a  result  cf  iils  irJorr.-:al 
diGCussicns  lueiitica^d  aoove  at  the  Vvi.ita  touse.    J.dtchell  d;aicd  th.::t  ha  act 
only  never  sav?  rjiy  vrrittsn  rao^iaits  for  Attoraay  Geasrai  acchorlzatio;!  for 
tha  placemerd  of  these  •wiretapa  tiut  he  \~zsi  also  iiaa;yare  o£  an/  Eaininiarias 


2C  Bi-oad  Krc=t 

EA  ^y 

T^  i;    dstuT'vni    coilo.ni     n«>iS^r     nfco""-iendai'Onj    no'     conclunoni    of   lh»    PBl       It    ii   'h^  p'ap«'r/  o'   '*'♦   P3I   o«d    ■*   too«ed    to    »o.>f    a^tf^tr; 
■>     ond      'Il      (on'fnii      or«      not      l-j     be     d'\>' •b\ileil    OuU><]«     »ou'    ojenCf 

ffOTff;     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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that  n;ay  have  baon  prepared  settinij  forth  the  results  of  tkeso  \7iretap3.    IJe 
stated  If  such  autiiorlzations  wero  recei/ed  at  his  cilice,  he  wouU  persoi-nlly 
handle  them- 

Mltcbell  stated  to  the  bast  of  his  recoUeciion  the  nsxt  tiiro  that  he 
recalls  hearing  of  this  rcatttjr  was  uurln>  tha  period  when  foriiicr  /^3i:jta;:t 
Director  £iilUvan  vas  "'oa  the  nliicis"  v.'ith  Director  Lcover  and  tl:e  FBI.    The 
closest  he  could  piace  this  tlaie  v^ras  approria-.ately  early  Fail  of  liTl.    i:o 
vz^nQly  remeinoars  tliat  I'.obert  Ilardiaii,  L-.e  then  Assistant  Attoi-nej  General 
In  Charge  of  the  liitornal  Gecurity  Divisioa,  Unit'2<i  SL-ites  Bcpartmeot  of 
Justice,  contacted  hlra,  r-Aitciiell,  and  at  thL3  aicili^i^  told  r.:itci:oil  that  lie 
had  juGt  receralj  learned  from  Vv.  C.  EulU.aa  about  the  e>dcteDC3  of  v.dretap 
coverage  placed  by  the  FBI  at  ti;e  rcqcosc  of  tt:2  V.hile  lioiise  ca  certaia  indi- 
vidLiaio.    r.'ardian  Lndicate'i  to  ;  jitctell  ti;^:  Sulliva.!  •!;'as  lurir'jij  cver  t':'.3 
way  I'.e  was  being  treated  by  the  Director  azd  that  for  this  rcaso-i  he  dLsclosed 
the  inforr_'?.tion  rnr.mrnin-f  Liio  v-'iretaps  to  l.:ardian.    Cciiielii:.;2  thereai'ter, 
&ilU7an  turned  over  to  i^ardlan  all  correspondence  relating  to  this  wiretap 
cov erase. 

During  approximately  this  same  perio-i,  i.'.r.  Ficover  contacted  L'itcheU 
and  advised  hlai  of  the  problen-jS  he  was  having  r/ith  SuUlvrui  and,   in  fact, 
showed  Mitchell  a  It-ni^thy  letter  he,  iioover,  received  frora  Ci;Ui\'an  in  which 
Sullivan  accused  i-.oover  of  riinnlag  contrary  to  tiie  "resident's  wishes  in 
niany  instances.    iJitchell  recalls  tcilln::  :.;r.  iicover  that  ho  had  no  choice 
bat  to  get  ria  of  Mr.  EalUvan.    At  this  pair.:  I-.'.Ltchell  descrlbe;i  !.lr.  Sullivan 
as  bein^  "a  little  nuts.  "   :.:itcheli  stated  he  recalls  that  after  Maralan  cane 
to  the  Departnjent  of  Justice  as  Assistant  .-.ttornsy  General  in  Charge  of  Lne 
Internal  Security  Division.  I,Ir.  Iicover  becar^-e  quite  concerned  over  the 
fact  tliat  in  E::aay  instances  both  SuUivan  and  his  cr/Lordinate,  / 

T7ere  goin^  directly  ta  iiarciian  ccncerntii^  cases  cein;^  handled  by  the 
Domestic  Intelligence  Division  and  the  udernal  Security  Division  of  the 
Department,  whicii  v/as  an  attecipt,  J/r.  Leaver  felt,  to  cut  hini  off  frosi 
access  to  these  aiscussions.    To  the  best  cf  his  recollection  iiitchell  stated 
that  r:ardian  Laiorraed  iiia:,  Mitchell,  that  he  subsequently  turned  over  all 
wiretap  ccrreiooaaeace  tJiat  l:a  iiad  received  fro;u  iullivan  to  :;lr.  John 
Erllchn-.an  of  fue  v.  iiite  Louse.    Accorain;  to  .Mitchell,  Marcian  felt  this  was 
in  ttie  best  interests  of  tl-.e  White  Louse  and  evet7cne  concerned.    Mitchell 
adauiantly  statua  th-.d:  !ie  had  .never  seen  any  of  these  papers,  that  >,>ardian 
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said  ho  had  recelvsd  fron:  Ealli'/an  uni  then  liier  turned  over  to  ths  v  hite 
Eouss.    I^itchell  couU  net  rccnll  any  details  conccrnuig  this  transfer  of 
corrospondenca  to  r-iajdlcm,  lor  c>:anpt^,  sp^iclilcally  ■wliclhcr  the  cioci'tnents 


v/ero  turned  O'/^-T  to  Maraiau  o/  Sullivan  vcluniaiiiy  or  peri-apa 
tiaixiian  i-euucstsd  that  Eulli-.'nn  turn  ov  sr  the  docuuisnts  to  hliE 


Wneth 


Mitchell  was  specLtlcally  as'.-ed  if  on  or  about  October  2,   1071,  Eoover 
contacted  hini  concerning  the  fact  tbat  Mardiaa  had  in  his  posaeasicn  ssnsi- 
tive  laatc-rlal  relating  to  the  V7tretap  covera^^e,  and  the  fact  that  Mitchell 
assured  rfoo'/er  that  :,lardian  bad  destroyed  tids  material,    '/.Itchali  stated 
this  could  not  have  been  true  inasiiiuc!!  as  T/'ardbJi  had  turned  over  tne 
sensitive  iraterial  In  question  to  Air.  Erlichxuan  in  the  Volute  TiOuso.    Ha 
stated  to  the  beiiit  of  his  roccllectlon  r,uch  a  convarciation  did  not  ta::a  place 
bet',7eGn  hka  and  the  Director  and  tnat  i;e  received  no  corrccpondaace  irci^ 
the  Director  conliruiiiy  such  a  coaversatlcn. 

Mitchell  suggested  that  If  it  has  not  already  been  done,  that  tlis  FBI 
consider  rovievnnj;  all  corresMiiaonce  rolatln^^  to  wiretap  coverage  in  all 
national  security  cases  v/hlch  he  would  Lave  been  aware  of  during  his  teaare 
es  /dtontey  General  ana  which  v/ould  nov;  be  located  presuir.ably  In  the  vault 
In  Lis  former  oilicc.    r.iitcj-ell  Gtated  t':rd  while  he  was  Attorney  General 
and  during  the  pertinent  period  la  qvectlon  (lioij  to  1371)  lao  secretary  v-'as 
Ss"  :,  whom  ha  believes  currently  resides  in .Florida. 

Mitchell  stated  this  waa  not  the  first  instance  where  nd  record  t.-pjs 
made  of  sensitive  -wii'stap  coverage  roq-jested  by  the  V.'hito  house.    r.Iltchell 
recalled  soon  aiter  he  came  into  cu'ice,  I;cover  reUted  to  iiiai  special 
•wiretap  coverage  vrbicii  was  requested  by  former  President  Johnson  on  a 
highly  sensitive  matter.    Mr,  ilitciicll  -would  not  furnish  specifics  concern- 
ing this  particular  coverage. 

Concerning  W.  C-  SulliT?Jt,  T.iitchell  related  ItT/as  cbvious  ho 
v?Dntcd  the  job  of  FDI  Director  since,  on  numerous  occasions.  Euiiivna 
was  In  personal  contact  v/nh  various  me~bers  cf  the  Vvhdte  Hcnso  sb.u 
and  was  aUvays  "nanie  dropping  and  whcciia;;  and  deaiin-^  tiiere"  (V.hiLc 
Ilouac). 
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May    17,    1973 


;TaAJ  tr 


PERSONAL   AND    CONFIDENTIAL      ^ 


I4l.  K«>al  

Mi.  HanaqtoQ 


5  Pf  Co  -J 


The  Honorable 

William  D.  Ruckelshaus 

Acting  Director 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 

Department  of  Justice 

Washington,  D.  C. 
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.   Hoqo    ..„ 

Dear  Director: 


Original  impounded. by- 
court  order.  See  ceao 
in  63-16062-13-/'- -■ 

I  have  read  with  more  than  great  interest 
your  statement  of  May  14,  197  3,  relative  to  elec- 
tronic surveillance  of  certain  government  employees 
and  newsmen  commencing  in  the  Spring  of  1969.   Such 
statement  attributes  to  me  certain  actions  which  are 
contrary  to  my  recollection  and  I  would  appreciate 
being  advised  as  to  the  source  of  the  information 
jupon  which  you  based  such  statements. 

First,  it  is  stated  with  respect  to  authoriza- 
tions of  electronic  surveillance,  "...  and  if  the 
Director  approves,  authority  is  then  requested  from 
the  Attorney  General.   If  he  approves,  as  was  done 
in  this  case,  the  surveillance  commences...." 

Upon  what  evidence  or  information  was  this 
statement  of  my  approval  founded? 

Second,  it  is  stated  with  respect  to  an  F.B.I, 
investigation  of  this  matter  in  the  Fall  of  1971, 
"...  it  commenced  an  inquiry  which  ended  when  Mr.  Hoover 
was  informed  by  Mr.  Mitchell  that  the  records  had 


been  destroyed." 


y 


2^7^^':^-^! 


to  MAY  30  1973 


6 


A' 


lol 


(166) 


2.4     JOHN  MITCHELL  LETTER,   MAY  17,    1973 


T\',(i   iionornblc 

v,'jlllnn  D.  Ruckelshaus 


Upon  what  evidence  or  information  v/as  this 
otatcnent  of  my  so  informing  Mr.  Hoover  founded? 

I  would  like  to  make  one  further  observation 
with  respect  to  the  text  of  your  statement.   Therein 
it  states  that,  "These  requests  v/ere  handled  in  the 
nane  way  as  other  requests  involving  national  security 
for  a  number  of  years  and  in  prior  Administrations." 

If  this  be  the  case  you  v/ill  find  in  the 
appropriate  files  of  the  Attorney  General's  office 
written  requests  for  authorization  from  the  Director 
and  information  v/ith  respect  to  the  action  taken  thereon 
by  the  Attorney  General.   I  would  also  call  to  your 
attention  the  requirement  of  the  Attorney  General  that 
nil  authorizations  for  national  securitv  electronic 
curvcillance  must  be  reneved  ever"  ninet"  H^v<5  if  t-hev 
arc  to  be  continued. 

My  purpose  in  writing  "  z    letter  is  not  to 
'-'enerate  a  confrontation  v.'ith  "  ^  F.B.I,  or  its  Actinc 
-  irector,  but  rather  to  obtair  ^actual  information 
which,  if  it  exists,  is  contrciry  to  my  best  recollection 
of  the  circumstances  cescribed. 

With  kindest  regards  and  best  wishes  for  your 
success  in  your  current  undertaking,  I  am. 


Sincerely, 


iUcZ^^^^^ 


tchell 


C  i  '■'.  . 
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UMI"i:i)  ^i'Al:.:' 


TO 


FROM 


Ivlemo-tandum 

Mr.   Conrad  Q  '"    " 


ROUTE  IN  Ei-iVZLOPE 

DATE:     May  18,  1973 


0_ 


F.  Downing 


SUBJECT:    SENSITIVE  COVERAGE  PLACED  AT 

THE  REQUEST  OF  THr.  WHITE  HOUSE  Q^.^g^^^^ 


'Ja(i£_ 


S!r.  Clc.i.;u!  . 

V.r.  Ck.-.-.--!  

Mr.  (ki^::■^•  _ 
Mr.  J..nl.ins  _ 
Mr.  H::iir.jl!  _ 
Mr.  M;l!.-T.  L  S 

Mr.  Si>a;i 

,V!r.  l^.c-i  _ 

Telc".  Ktx>.-3 
Mr.  nai«>  _ 


-y^ 


impounded   by- 
court   order.    See  neao 
in  63-16062-13--^-- 
Pursuant  to  the  instructions  of  the  Acting  Director, 
relayed  through  Mr.  Walters,  an  examination  was  conducted  of 
the  questioned  John  N.   Mitchell  signatures  on  fifteen  documents 
authorizing  technical  installations  and  a  comparison  made  of 
these  signatures  with  signatures  appearing  on  a  number  of  similar 
documents  maintained  by  Air.   Felt. 

The  conclusion  was  reached  that  all  signatures  were 
prepared  by  the  same  individual. 


Mi.  B:^-tic» 

Mr.  Bo-Acra 

Vs.  Urtifi^'-^ri  - 

Mr.  Con.r.y 

Ml.  Mint! 

Mr.  E:irdley  _ 
Mtd.  Hogan 


ACTIUJN: 


For  information. 


1  -  Mr.  Felt 
1  -  Mr.  E.  S.  Miller 
1  -  Mr.  Walters 
1  -  Mr.   Conrad 
1  -  Mr.  Downing 
1  -  Mr.  Hegvold 
1  -  Mr.  Tunstall 

PGT:aK,:! 
(8)      ''D 


^^^' 


^r-75l2i^^-^^ 


MAY  Jg'  1973 


/  A 


ROUTE  IN  ENVELOPE 


// 


/^ 


\K 


f 


'1 


^  ■  '  ■  ■• 


TO?  sffi:in 


IN  4    1973 
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Indistinct   document   retyped  by 
House   Judiciary  Conmittee   staff 


TOP  SECRET 


Mr.  John  N.  Mitchell 

Twenty  Broad  Street 

New  York,  New  York   10005 

Dear  Mr.  Mitchell: 


May  24,  1973 


Original  impounded  by 
court  order.   See  memo 
in  63-16062-13 


Your  letter  of  May  17,  1973,  raises  questions  relating  to 
my  statement  to  the  press  on  May  14,  1973,  concerning  electronic 
surveillances  of  certain  individuals  beginning  in  1969. 

Specifically,  you  requested  information  as  to  the  source 
upon  which  my  statement  wts  based  concerning  your  approval,  as 
Attorney  General,  of  the  surveillances  in  question,  and  the  basis 
or  evidence  upon  which  I  stated  that  Mr.  Hoover  was  informed  by 
you  that  records  relating  to  the  above-mentioned  electronic  sur- 
veillances had  been  destroyed. 

Inasmuch  as  the  principals  concerned  v;ith  the  implementation 
of  the  electronic  surveillances  are  either  deceased,  as  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Hoover,  or  are  no  longer  associated  with  the  FBI,  I  relied  on 
existing  records  of  the  FBI  and  on  recollections  of  present  and  former 
employees  of  the  FBI  and  the  Department  of  Justice  as  the  sources  of 
my  statement  to  the  press. 

As  regards  your  approval  of  all  these  surveillances,  we  found 
in  the  records  recovered  from  the  Wiite  House  all  letters  bearing  both 
the  signature  of  Mr.  Hoover  requesting  the  electronic  surveillance  and 
your  own  signature  authorizing  it  on  each  such  surveillance.   On  at 
least  one  such  letter  handwritten  comments  were  added  by  you  to  in- 
dicate expeditious  installation.   At  the  time  you  were  interviewed  by 
FBI  Special  Agents  on  May  11,  1973,  and  denied  that  you  had  seen  or 
approved  any  such  requests  from  the  FBI  for  wiretap  coverage,  we 

1  -  Mr.  Miller   1  -  Mr.  Mintz  (both  sent  separately) 
LMW:wmj  (5) 

See  note  page  two 


TOP  SECRET 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

Mr.  John  N.  Mitchell 

had  not  recovered  the  FBI  file  material  and,  accordingly,  the  Agents 
were  not  in  a  position  to  apprise  you  that  direct  evidence  to  the  contrary 
existed.   There  were  statements  by  ex-employees  that  they  had  prepared 
Attorney  General  authorizations  and  had  seen  signed  authorizations 
returned. 


Handwritten  notes  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  in  the  files  of 
the  FBI,  as  well  as  recollections  of  FBI  officials,  support  my  state- 
ment that  Mr.  Hoover  was  later  informed  by  you  that  the  records  had 
been  destroyed. 

As  to  the  practice  of  requiring  from  the  Attorney  General  re- 
newal authority  for  national  security  electronic  surveillances  on  a  ninety- 
day  basis,  according  to  our  records  our  instructions  were  to  maintain  no 
records  of  the  surveillances,  and  this  was  pointed  out  in  the  initial  letter 
to  you  dated  May  12,  1969,  requesting  approval  for  the  first  group  of 
surveillances.   Our  records  also  reveal  that  although  no  ninety-day 
continuations  were  apparently  sought,  you  were  kept  informed  by  letter 
from  time  to  time  as  to  which  electronic  surveillances  had  been  discontinued. 

Various  documents  among  those  recovered  from  the  White  House 
indicate  that  you  were  kept  informed  as  to  the  status  and  existence  of  the 
surveillances  in  question,  up  to  the  time  you  were  informed  that  all  such 
surveillances  had  been  discontinued. 

The  FBI  has  not  suggested,  publicly  or  otherwise,  that  these 
were  other  than  lawful  national  security  surveillances  with  respect  to 
the  request,  authorization  and  installation  of  the  electronic  surveillances 
in  question.   We  do  believe  that  improprieties  occurred  when  the  records 
relating  to  the  surveillances  were  removed  from  the  official  custody  of 
the  FBI  without  the  knowledge  or  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  FBI. 

I  trust  this  answers  the  questions  you  have  raised. 

Sincerely  yours. 


William  D.  Ruckelshaus 
Acting  Director 

NOTE:   Foregoing  cleared  with  Office  of  Legal  Counsel.   Pursuant  to  AG 
Order  502-73,  the  Acting  Director  has  authority  to  release  such  information  to 
Mr.  Mitchell.   The  documents  involved  may  be  subject  to  classification  but  the 
information  in  this  letter  would  not  reasonably  be  classified.   The  recollection 
of  officials  of  the  FBI  referred  to  at  top  of  page  2  refers  to  Messrs.  Tolson 
and  Felt. 
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LJitchell: 


Taw; 


Original  iirpounded  by 
court  order.  See  c-aao 
in   63-16062-13  /;•— - 


Your  letter  of  :,lay  17/1973,  raises  questions  relatir--  to 
my  suiten-eut  to  the  press  ca  .way  14,  1073,  ccncerning  clcctroTc 
eurveillances  of  cortaiii  iucuvidi:r.ls  Ijc-ir.ning  in  1Q69. 

Specifically,  yoa  rcquostod  irJorn-atioa  as  to  tiie  'jo-jt-c- 
upon  which  my  statcmeni  v^as  based  coa.-rnxQ-  your  apDrov;!"  ^s 
/^ctoracy  General,  cf  the  survoilbacci;  la  au?£.tir,a,  cnci'th"  ^-^'=L3 
or  evidence  upon  ivhicii  I  stated  that  l.lv.  Hoover  wks  inf or n^'eiTby 
you  that  rocor..3  relatiu-  to  i;-,.,-  above -mcnticiiod  eloctrot-'ic  scx- 
vciUauces  hoxl  been  destroy:  ;. 


Imsniucn  as  the  jn-J  6  v/ith  tl.e  imploir.cP.Hcion 

of  the  eloctrpaie  scirveill  :  .  ..ceased,  as  in  ti^e  c:-o  o^ 

Ivxr.  hoover,  or  are  no  I,  .  with  the  TBI,  i  relied  en 

cxisung  recorcs  oi  the  i.'^i .....  o.i  rocoiloctions  of  present  and  .-o-n-r 
eaplo,-ee3  oi  t;,o  TBI  and  th- ^er  ..■:.;•. -t  of  Juslice  as  tho  courco-  o^ 
my  staton:ent  to  the  press. 

As  rosards  ycur  an,:r--i  or  all  these  surveillances,  we  foaad 
in  the  records  recovered  fro  ate  .louse  ail  letters  bearin-  both 

uie  signat^.u-?  of  :.lr.  Hoover  i..,M.^un-  the  electronic  survcilinc'e  rnd 
your  own  si-r-acure  auLhorir.!::-  ic  oa  each  such  survcdlance     Gp  Pt 
least  one  sucn  leuor  har.dwnLLon  coiruaencs  were  acicea  oy  you  to  i-i- 
dicate  expedi^cious  instaliacion.    At  the  time  ycu  v^-ere  interviewed  by 
I'BI  opccial  i..;ents  oa  May  U,  1973,  ana  dcnica  that  you  iiad  seen  or 
approved  any  such  requests  from  the  i'l^Ifor  v/ireiap  covera^^o^wa. 


Sl^.r'.V;:GU  !?73 


1973- 

•!AIL  ROOM  lT 


TELETYPr:  UNIT 


See  note  page  tv/o 
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isle.  Jclni  i-;.  ;.ii'.Cu'-H 

had  not.  i-ocovcrcd  the  IDIIilo  nu-lcrirvl  :.-.;,  acccrdiii^li',  the  i^~oiit3 
were  HOC  in  :t  ijOjitioii  to  r.pprisc  •.  cu  i.1::  c  •.  ircci;  ovi-ccrico  to  the  ccritrary 
cxirjteci.     ihoi-e  v/ere  i^tatomcat:;  i;y  o::-...-rioyocs  tl::^t  th^}'  licid  ;::-cnared 
Attorney  Gci'.cral  authorir.rvtioi'G  ;.:<:.ci  hci:.  .-;:;i  t:i{^ncu  r.utiiorisatic:i3 
retui-u8d. 


Handwritten  ;»oto3  ol  r.r.  J.  Ec!  '"v  Hoover  in  t'.ie  files  cf 
tlie  FBI,  as  well  as  rceoUectic^a  ci'  TB'.  criicials,  tiijp!:srt  my  state- 
ment that  l.jr.  Hoover  waa  iatjr  ;;i,.oriii.^-  u^-  :rou"tliat  the  I'ccords  had 
been  destroyed. 

As  to  the  practice  of  roq;;irinfj  frora  trie   Attorney  Gsneral  re- 
ncv;al  autiiurity  for  national  tscu.-icy  clcc.ror.ic  siirveiUaaces  on  a  ninety- 
clay  basis,  according  to  our  reci-VLS  our  irj.i'.-'uctions  wore  to  maintain  no 
records  cf  the  surveillances,  a. J.  fnis  VyTl-j  pointed  out  in  the  initial  letter 
to  you  dated  May  12,  ISCO,  reqi-.;;;Lins  a^r^rcval  for  the  first  group  of 
Bui'veillanccs.    Our  records  al:;0  reveal  '.'<:.z.'i.  although  r.o  ninety -cay 
continuations  were  ap'oCircntly  Boa~;.\t,  you  v/ere  kept  liiljrined  by  letter 
from  time  to  time  as  lo  which  eir,cifcnic  :  u-  v'ciilanccs  lir.d  been  cisccatinuod. 

VfTiou^i  dooi-jii-euts  aiViC:;:^  those  rjccv3red  rro:n  the  v/hitft  House 
Indicate  tiiat  you  were  kept  infori-.^ied  as  to  i!-2  status  and  existence  of  the 
Eurveillaaccs  in  question,  up  to  the  time  ycu  were  irJoraaed  that  all  such 
Burveillauccs  had  been  disconti.iu'od. 

The  FBI  has  not  sus3c:;i;cd,  publicly  or  otherwise,  that  these 
were  otlicr  tha.n  lawful  r;ationa.l  roourity  r;-.!rv'eillancc3  wilh  respect  to 
the  request,  authoi't'-iation  and  y.;i.iaUatic;i  cf  the  elcctrc.iic  surveillances 
in  ou8btion.    We  do  believe  that  irnnropriouca  occurred  when  the  records 
relating  to  Uie  surveillances  wove  removed  from  the  orficiai  cu:3-ody  of 
the  FBI  wiiiiout  the  IriowledgH  or  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  x'BI. 

I  triist  this  ar.swers  the  qusstioas  you  have  raised. 

Sincerely  yours, 
William  D.  Kuclcelshaus 

William  D.  Ruckelshaus 
Acting  Lirector 

NOTE:    Foresioinp;  cleared  with  Office  of  Legal  Counsel.     Pursuant  to  AG 
Order  502-73.  the  Actiiig  Director  has  r.v.'Jici'icy  to  release  sucii  i'-jcnr.a::--. 
Mr.  Mitchell.    The  dociunenis  involved  rnay  be  subject  to  classiiica.uc;:  c-.:'- 
information  in  this  letter  would  not  reasonably  be  classified.     The  rccsllec: 
of  officials  of  the  FBI  referred  to  at  top  of  page  2  refers  t«  Messrs.   Tolsca 
and  Felt.  „ 
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3.     Although  standard  Department  of  Justice  procedure  required  an 
Attorney  General  to  review  national  security  wiretaps  every  ninety  days 
in  order  to  reestablish  their  necessity.  Attorney  General  Mitchell 
undertook  no  review  of  any  of  the  seventeen  wiretaps. 
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re 
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1626 

of  Mr.  Magruder  recounting  to  these  assembled  groups  what  he  was 
going  to  testify  to. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  would  it  be  fair  to  say,  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  it  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  group  to  have  the  story  that  did  go  into  the  grand 
jury  and  the  ultimate  indictments  that  did  come  out  cut  off  at  Liddy  ? 
And  Mr.  Magruder,  who  was  in  such  a  high  position  in  the  committee, 
would  not  be  involved  in  that  type  of  thing  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  think  you  are  jumping  from  one  conclu- 
sion to  another  without  the  bridge.  ^Vhat  we  were  really  concerned 
about  were  the  "White  House  horror  stories.  Now,  if  the  cutoff  that  you 
speak  of  helped  in  that  direction,  perhaps  that  was  probably  the  case. 
In  other  words,  Watergate  did  not  have  the  great  significance  that  the 
White  House  horror  stories  that  have  since  occurred  had. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  say  that  whatever  covenip  was  taking  place 
to  this  point,  concealment  and  not' volunteering  information,  had  to  do 
with  actually  preventing  the  so-called  White  House  horror  stories 
rather  than  Watergate  break-in  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  This  was  certainly  my  belief  and  rationale  and  I 
would  believe  the  people  in  the  White  House,  certainly  some  of  them, 
might  well  be  involved  and  certainly  would  haA'e  similar  interests. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  Mr.  Dean,  in  carrying  back  the  messages  from 
Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  indicate  that  he  had  in  fact  in- 
formed them  of  the  actions  that  had  been  taken — the  strategies  per- 
formed by  your  group  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  cannot  say  that  he  did  or  did  not.  I  would  have  to 
believe  that  ]\Ir.  Dean  was  reporting  to  those  gentlemen  over  there. 
Mr.  Dean,  as  a  proper  lawyer,  proper  counsel,  was  very,  very  limited 
in  his  discussions  of  what  he  did  or  said  with  people  in  the  White 
House  and  that  is  the  way,  of  course,  he  should  have  acted. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  you  testified  that  you  at  least  discussed  with^Ir. 
Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  the  problems  involved  in  the  Liddy 
operations,  the  Ellsberg,  and  other  situations  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  and  that  was  somewhere  down  the  line,  prob- 
ably much  later  than  the  time  frame  of  which  you  are  talking  about  in 
relationship  to  Mr.  Magruder's  appearance  before  the  grand  jury. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right,  now,  let  us  look  very  briefly  to  the  so-called 
wiretapping  of  the  journalists  and  Mr.  Kissinger's  staff  as  a  result  of 
the  SALT  talk  leaks.  Were  you  aware  of  the  leaking  and  those 
wiretaps? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  find  it  hard  to  give  you  a  specific  answer 
other  than  the  fact  that,  yes,  I  was.  To  what  extent,  I  do  not  know. 
This  happened  in  1968  and  they  were  national  security  wiretaps.  They 
should  have  a  full  record  of  everything  that  was  handled  in  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  because  every  security  tap,  whether  it  be  a  strict 
national  security  dealing  with  foreigners  or  whether  it  is  the  type  that 
the  court  has  since  frowned  upon,  is  filed  in  the  Department  of  Justice. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  this  would  require  your  authority  as  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, would  it  not? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  would  believe  tliat  the  FBI  would  probably  not  op- 
erate without  it.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  but  I  believe  that  that  would 
be  the  case. 
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Now,  let  me  go  on  to  point  out  two  other  things.  No.  1,  I  do  not 
recall  tlaere  being  that  many  people  involved.  I  remember  some  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Security  Council  that  they  thought  were  very 
much  suspect. 

The  second  point  I  would  like  to  point  out,  which  gives  me  memory 
problems,  is  that  in  the  newspapers,  counsel  said  that  some  of  these 
were  on  for  a  year  and  a  half  or  2  years,  or  something  to  that  extent. 
Well,  we  have  a  rule  that  I  put  in  the  Department  that  where  they 
had  these  national  security  taps,  the\-  had  to  be  reviewed  every  90 
da\-s.  So  there  again,  I  would  have  had  a  memory  jog  along  the  way 
if  this  be  the  case. 

So  what  I  am  saying  is  that  I  think  your  best  evidence  is  over  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  not  my  recollection. 

yiv.  Dash.  "Well,  would  tiie  President's  recollection  be  of  assistance, 
Mr.  Mitchell  ?  Are  you  aware  of  the  President's  statement  of  ilay  S^  ? 

Jlr.  Mitchell.  I  am  aware  of  that  reference  in  the  statement  of 
May  22. 1  do  not  know  where  the  information  came  from.  It  may  quite 
conceivably  be  correct.  I  brought  the  matter  up  through  correspond- 
ence with  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  and  I  thought  I  got  very  fuzzy  answers 
back.  But  as  I  say,  the  evidence  is  in  the  Department  of  Justice  and 
you  ought  to  have  access  to  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  But  you  do  recall  that  in  that  statement  of  the  President, 
the  President  did  say  that  these  areas  did  have  the  approval  and  were 
selected,  along  with  others,  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  who  was  you  at  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Dash,  I  hiive  seen  a  lot  of  statements  that  come 
out  that — I  am  not  referring  to  the  President,  but  in  which  people  who 
dig  out  the  information  frequently  get  their  facts  wrong. 

Mr.  Dash.  This  is  a  very  important  statement  by  the  President  on 
IVfay  22. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  thought  Mr.  Buzhardt's  statement  was  quite  im- 
portant as  far  as  I  was  concerned,  too,  but  I  think  we  found  out  what 
the  distinction  was  there. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  are  not  suggesting  Mr.  Buzhardt  prepared  the  May 
22  testimony? 

Mr.  MrrciiELL.  I  arii  not  suggesting  anything. 

jNfr.  Dasii.  Did  you  believe,  Mr.  Mitchell — and  T  use  the  tei-m  belief 
at  this  point — have  any  belief  as  to  whether  the  President  was  aware  of 
the  events  either  prior  to  or  after  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  Na- 
tional Committee  headquartei^?  "^Mien  I  say  events,  I  mean  the  actual 
bugging  or  the  covenip  which  took  place  thereafter? 

Mr.  ilrrciiELu  T  am  not  aware  of  it  and  I  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve, because  of  my  discussions  and  encoimters  with  him  up  thix>ugh 
the  22d  of  ilarch,  I  have  very  strong  opinions  that  he  was  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  do  you  arrive  at  that  conclusion  ?  "Was  it  by  particu- 
lar conversations  with  the  President  that  he  talked  to  jou  about  this 
subject,  or  did  you  talk  to  him  about  this  subject? 

Mr.  jVfiTCHELL.  No,  it  is  primarily — I  do  not  want  to  say  no  to 
exclude  it,  and  T  will  explain  the  natures  of  the  convei-sations.  if  you 
so  desire.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  may  go  through  that  list  and  I  will 
get  a  chance  to  do  them  one  by  one.  "\\niat  I  am  saying  is  that  I  think 
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I 

I      Q    To  get  back  to  this  question  of  authorization,  you, 

say  there  were  authorizations  in  the  file? 

A    Yes. 

Q    riow,  were  these  authorizations  and  requests  for 
authorizations  that  preceeded  it,  were  they  for  specific  time 
periods? 

A    Yes,  there  is  a  procedure  in  the  FBI  that  any  National 
Security  Wiretap  can  only  be  for  a  ninety  day  period.   Then 
there  has  to  be  a  request  for  a  renewal. 

Q    Was  that  followed  in  Mr.  Halperin's  case,  in  a  request 
for  a  renewal  beyond  the  ninety  days? 

A  As  I  recall,  it  was.  I  don't  know.  I  haven't  re- 
viewed that  file  so  there  again  the  documents  would  indicate 
whether  there  was  or  wasn't. 

Q    Is  this  three  month  or  ninety  day  period  part  of  your 
standard  operation  procedure? 

A    Yes. 


Q    Would  that  be  reflected  in  whatever  manual  you  men- 
tioned? 

A     I'm  not  sure  there  is  such  a  manual  or  there  is  a 
standard  operating  procedure. 

Q    Or  directive  or  whatever? 

A     I  don't  know. 
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May  24,  1973 


Mr.  John  N.  Mitchell 

Twenty  Broad  Street 

New  York,  New  York  10005 

Dear  Mr.  Mitchell: 


Original  impounded  by 
court  order.   See  memo 
in  63-16062-13 


Your  letter  of  May  17,  1973,  raises  questions  relating  to 
my  statement  to  the  press  on  May  14,  1973,  concerning  electronic 
surveillances  of  certain  individuals  beginning  in  1969. 

Specifically,  you  requested  information  as  to  the  source 
upon  which  my  statement  was  based  concerning  your  approval,  as 
Attorney  General,  of  the  surveillances  in  question,  and  the  basis 
or  evidence  upon  iiThich  I  stated  that  Mr.  Hoover  was  informed  by 
you  that  records  relating  to  the  above-mentioned  electronic  sur- 
veillances had  been  destroyed. 

Inasmuch  as  the  principals  concerned  with  the  implementation 
of  the  electronic  surveillances  are  either  deceased,  as  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Hoover,  or  are  no  longer  associated  with  the  FBI,  I  relied  on 
existing  records  of  the  FBI  and  on  recollections  of  present  and  former 
employees  of  the  FBI  and  the  Department  of  Justice  as  the  sources  of 
my  statement  to  the  press. 

As  regards  your  approval  of  all  these  surveillances,  we  found 
in  the  records  recovered  from  the  l^lte  House  all  letters  bearing  both 
the  signature  of  Mr.  Hoover  requesting  the  electronic  surveillance  and 
your  o'..m  signature  authorizing  it  on  each  such  surveillance.   On  at 
least  one  such  letter  handwritten  coircnents  were  added  by  you  to  in- 
dicate expaditious  installation.   At  the  time  you  were  interviewed  by 
FBI  Special  Agents  on  May  11,  1973,  and  denied  that  you  had  seen  or 
approved  any  such  requests  from  the  FBI  for  wiretap  coverage,  we 

1  -  Mr.  Miller  1  -  Mr.  Mintz  (both  sent  separately) 
LM^iTixsTTij  (5) 

See  note  page  two 
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had  not  recovered  the  FBI  file  material  and,  accordingly,  the  Agents 
were  not  in  a  position  to  apprise  you  that  direct  evidence  to  the  contrary 
existed.   There  were  statements  by  ex-employees  that  they  had  prepared 
Attorney  General  authorizations  and  had  seen  signed  authorizations 
returned. 

Handwritten  notes  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  in  the  files  of 
the  FBI,  as  well  as  recollections  of  FBI  officials,  support  my  state- 
ment that  Mr.  Hoover  was  later  informed  by  you  that  the  records  had 
been  destroyed. 


As  to  the  practice  of  requiring  from  the  Attorney  General  re- 
newal authority  for  national  security  electronic  surveillances  on  a  ninety- 
day  basis,  according  to  our  records  our  instructions  were  to  maintain  no 
records  of  the  surveillances,  and  this  was  pointed  out  in  the  initial  letter 
to  you  dated  May  12,  1969,  requesting  approval  for  the  first  group  of 
surveillances.   Our  records  also  reveal  that  although  no  ninety-day 
continuations  were  apparently  sought,  you  were  kept  informed  by  letter 
from  time  to  time  as  to  which  electronic  surveillances  had  been  discontinued. 

Various  documents  among  those  recovered  from  the  V/hite  House 
indicate  that  you  were  kept  informed  as  to  the  status  and  existence  of  the 
surveillances  in  question,  up  to  the  time  you  were   informed  that  all  such 
surveillances  had  been  discontinued. 


The  FBI  has  not  suggested,  publicly  or  otherwise,  that  these 
were  other  than  lawful  national  security  surveillances  with  respect  to 
the  request,  authorization  and  installation  of  the  electronic  surveillances 
in  question.   We  do  believe  that  improprieties  occurred  when  the  records 
relating  to  the  surveillances  were  removed  from  the  official  custody  of 
the  FBI  without  the  knowledge  or  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  FBI. 

I  trust  this  answers  the  questions  you  have  raised. 

Sincerely  yours. 


William  D.  Ruckelshaus 
Acting  Director 

NOTE:   Foregoing  cleared  with  Office  of  Legal  Counsel.   Pursuant  to  AG 
Order  502-73,  the  Acting  Director  has  authority  to  release  such  information  to 
Mr.  Mitchell.   The  documents  involved  may  be  subject  to  classification  but  the 
information  in  this  letter  would  not  reasonably  be  classified.   The  recollection 
of  officials  of  the  FBI  referred  to  at  top  of  page  2  refers  to  Messrs.  Tolson 
and  Felt. 

-2- 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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3. 3     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAVS  LETTER.   MAY  24,    1973 

tlay24,  IS73 


/  .•  -      '     -^  ' 
Mr.  Jc4i:\  N.   I.litchell 
Tv/cnty  Brc?.d  Street 
New  York,  2Igw  York  10035 

Dear  Mr.  IvIitchoU: 


Tl^WS 


Original  impounded  by- 
court  order.  See  nsao 
in  63-16062-13  /t— 


Your  letter  of  May  17, '1973,  raises  questions  relating  to 
my  stiitement  to  the  press  oa  Ivlay  14,  1073,  ccnccrning  electronic 
Durveillaaccs  of  cortaia  iadividuals  beginaing  in  13G9. 

Specifically,  you  requested  inforinatida  as  to  t!ie  source 
upon  which  my  statcmeni  was  based  concernins  your  approval,  sjs 
Attorney  General,  cf  the  surveillances  in  questioa,  and  tlie  bc>-3i3 
or  evidence  upon  which  I  stated  that  iir.  Hoover  was  infornie'-:  by 
yoa  that  records  relating  to  the  above-mentioned  electronic  scx- 
vcillancos  hnjd  been  destroyed. 

Icnsmuch  as  the  principals  ccncerned  with  the  implo'.r.cntacion 
of  the  electrpaic  suryeillances  are  either  deceased,  as  in  the  ca^e  of 
Mr.  Hoover,  or  are  no  longer  associr.ted  with  the  I-BI,  I  relied  c-n 
existing  records  of  the  F3I  ;^nd  on  recollections  of  present  and  ionacr 
employees  oi"  fue  FBI  and  V.^^.  Department  of  Justice  as  the  souu-ce^  of 
my  statement  to  the  press. 

As  regards  ycur  aporoval  of  all  these  surveillances,  we  io'-rA 
in  the  records  recovered  from  the  v.  hite  House  ail  letters  bearing  both 
the  sirjnat-.ire  of  I.Ir.  Hoover  requesting  the  electrcnic  survciiiance  and 
your  own  sij;TiacLire  auihorisin^  it  oa  each  such  surveillance.     Gn  at 
least  one  such  letter  handwritten  coninieaLs  were  added  by  you  to  in- 
dicate c.-cpediiious  instaUation.    At  the  tinae  you  were  interviewc<i  by 
FBI  wpcciaL  A'^cnts  on  I.iay  11,  1973,  ana  denied  that  you  had  seen  or 
approved  any  such  requests  from  the  FBI  for  wiretap  covera- 


1  -  Mr.    Miller 
LM\V:v.-mj  (5) 


l-Mr.   Mintz  (both  sent  separately) 
See  note  page  two 


t-jTN  />«  -,-.•  2'j 
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had  not;  ;-ccovercd  the  ii:i  lilo  nu.lcrial  -.■_;,  a;:cc::ci:i-ly,  lh2  /ijjci^ts 
wcro  not  ia  a  po3iUo:i  to  r.ppilso  •. c-u  i.1:: ;  •.Mrccc  ovk-cnco  to  the  ccatrary 
cxiLited.     ihoi-o  were  :;tci  tomcats  i;y  c::-...-.r::,yoe3  tlict  Ihoy  had  prcpnred 
/ittcrr.cy  Cc;:oi-al  authorizaticuo  luid  hac.  .,;i:i  tiir^ncd  r.u{.i:ori::asJ.oas 

retui-ued. 

Hn-tidwritten  notes  o£  r.:r.  J.  EC  -.\:  Hoover  in  t'.is  files  of 
U\e  FBI,  r£;  well  as  x-ccoiIocLic""s  cl'  rE."!  c:li.c:a.l,s,  t;up::ort  my  state- 
ment that  I.jr.  Hoover  wroi  iatjr  laioriii'.^  I^y  ^^siUuiCiL  the  records  hcid 
been  destroyed. 


As  to  the  practice  of  roq::iring  irrjir.  tlie   Attorney  General  re- 
newal autiiority  for  aational  cecu-.'ity  electronic  si.\rvGili?.ace3  ca  a  niaety- 
c'ay  basis,  according  to  our  recc:/cs  our  irj.i-rizctioas  were  to  niaintaia  no 
records  of  the  survciilaiiees,  r.;:.i  this  v.Tis  ncinted  oi'.t  in  the  initial  letter 
to  you  dated  ilay  12,  ISCO,  reqi-.^.-iLIng  ap::-oviil  for  the  first  group  of 
sui'veillanccs.    Our  records  alco  reveal  Ihit  although  no  ninety -day 
continuaU.orJ3  v/ere  £po?.rcntly  BCd'-it,  you  were  kept  l:>rc-rmed  by  letter 
frona  time  to  time  as  to  which  eiocircnic  riuvcillanccs  lir:d  been  disccatinuod. 

Vitrioua  u0i:i:^i!erit5  arricrij;  tliose  rccc'V3red  froin  the  V/hits  House 
Indicate  tliat  you  v/erc  kept  inforr.ied  as  to  ihe  ctatus  and  existence  of  the 
Eurveillanccs  in  question,  up  to  the  time  ycu  were  inlormed  that  all  such 
Gurveilla-iiccs  had  been  disccutl.iued. 


The  FBI  has  not  sussor;!;cd,  publicly  or  otherwise,  that  these 
were  otlicr  than  lawiul  national  :.o-:urity  r;viVv'ciIIancc3  with  respect  to 
the  request,  authca'ii:ation  and  i.:i;iaUatic;'.  ci"  the  electrc.uc  surveillances 
in  qusbtion.    V/e  do  l>elieve  ihat  iniproprioLici  occurred  when  the  records 
relating  to  the  surveillances  wove  removid  rvom  the  o?iicial  cu:3tody  of 
the  FBI  without  the  biowledgt;  or  r.pproval  o'i  the  Director  of  the  FBL 

1  trust  this  answers  the  questions  you  have  raised. 

Sincerely  yours, 
WilliaaD.  Ruckelstiaus 

William  D,  Ruckelshaus 
Acting  JJirector 

NOTE:  Fore.aoing  cleared  with  Office  of  Legal  Counsel.  Pursuant  to  AG 
Order  502-73.  the  Acting  Director  has  r-v.'..'icricy  to  rcloase  sucn  ir.crr.i-'.i 
Mr.  Mitchell.  The  dociunenis  involved  niay  be  subject  lo  classiiicauc;:  c- 
information  in  th.is  letter  would  not  reasonably  be  classified.  The  recoil; 
of  officials  of  the  FBI  referred  to  at  top  of  page  2  refers  t«  Messrs.  Tcls 
and  Felt.  „ 
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4.     Unlike  other  national  security  wiretaps,  the  1969-71  wiretaps 
were  not  entered  in  the  FBI  indices.   The  files  and  logs  of  the  wiretaps 
were  maintained  only  in  the  office  of  Director  Hoover  or  Assistance 
Director  William  Sullivan  and  no  copies  were  made.   Such  a  procedure 
was  requested  by  Colonel  Alexander  Haig  when  the  program  began. 
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4.3  Memorandum  of  a  telephone  call  from  William  Sullivan 
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4. 1     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  IHTERROGATORIES ,   MAY  10,    197Z 

Mr.  William  C.  Euliivan 

Director  Kay  10,  1973 

Ollicc  of  National  Narcotics  L^telllgeace 

Acting  Director,  FDI 

SEIs'SITIVE  COv'r:R.\GE  PL.-\CED  AT  KEQUZST 
OF  THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

I  have  been  Inforined  tlia.t  upor.  ir.torv'low  by  2Ji  Inspector  and  a  Special 
igcxxi  of  tins  Bureau  yea  requested  tint  ail  Cjuestior.c  ccrvcerKlnj:  tliis  raatCer  be 
lirectcd  to  you  ia  writing  and  tl-.at  yea  would  iiiorcafccr,  to  the  best  c:  your 
ibiiity,  ar^sv.'er  eacii  iiuostioa  presented.    Tlie  foUovv'iiis  is  la  response  to  that 
•equest: 

3ack5round_ 

As  you  ioiov/,  in  early  1S39  tiie  FBI  r.'as  requested  to  initiate  sensitive 
lovcra^e  (v/irctaps)  of  cert2.i::  White  Hov.se  staff  raembers  and  otiiers  in  order 
o  uncover  poscioie  iealis  at  tiae  White  House  aifoccinj:  the  national  security. 
L'hc  pur!:;ese  of  this  interrofratorv  i?  to  full^'  rofJoH'e  df:?tails  of  tiir.t  coverage, 
fou  ai'e  rcquesica  to  respond  to  the  ioiiov/inj: 

1,  The  identity  of  the  Wliite  Hoarse  official  or  cfficlals  who  requested 
hat  the  FEI  Initiate  this  sensitire  \riretan  coveiTii;e  ajid  identity  of  any  fcliow- 
ip  calls  for  similar  coverage  tn  others. 

2.  By  T/hat  method  v/ere  these  reauests  for  v;lretan  coverage  transmitted 
;othcFEi? 

8.    To  v/hat  FEI  official  (s)  T;ere  thc-se  requests  made? 

4.    Was  written  ?.uthori::?.ticn  received  at  the  F?2I  from  then  Attorney 
jcneral  I.'itchcil,  as  was  the  procciure  in  other  national  security  matters  of 
.his  nahux'?    Was  a  written  authcrizaticn  secured  from  the  Attorney  General 
xicach?    If  not,  v.-hy?    Lf  so,  where  r.ij;^r.t  such  v/rittcn  authorization  now  be 
localca? 


D 


5.    Were  there  records  of  these  wiretaps  kept  by  the  FBI  at  any  time? 


-x^ 


■J  .p  .ibi  ^••' 


u 
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Mr.  William  C.  Suiiivim 

a.  If  60,  describe  such  recordo. 

b.  Where,  when,  and  by  whom  were  Eruch  records  kept? 


LI' 


c.    Were  these  records  maintained  in  your  personal  ?jid 
official  custody  v/hile  serving  as  Assistant  Director  and  Assistant 
to  the  Director  ? 


d.  If  so,  on  whose  order  v/ere  they  so  maintained? 

e.  Who  had  access  to  these  records  while  in  your  custody? 

f.  What  became  of  the  records  in  you.r  custody? 

6.    K  some  records  v/ere  mahitalned  by  FBI  personnel  other  than 
yourself  describe  the  records,  identify  l::e  persons  having  custody,  the  period 
of  time  of  such  custody,  the  present  -whereabouts  of  such  records,  if  linown,  and 
if  not  linovm,  any  information  in  your  possession  relating  to  their  maintenance 
and  disposition. 

I.     J.uem.ij.y  luii  UiiiCi^^a  xii  i.u>^  uuitcrvi  i^io-tt^-j  o^ci-'.-U  <.menC  CI  JUSllCG  anu 

the  FBI  responsible  for  carrying  out  the  T,-iretap  program.    Specify  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  each. 

8.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  name  the  individuals  on  whom 
wiretaps  were  placed. 

9.  To  tlie  best  of  your  recollection,  state  the  a.ppro:-:imate  times 
during  which  each  v/iretap  \7?.z  in  operation. 

10.  To  the  best  of  your  recoUecticn,  descx'ibe  the  results  acMeved 
from  each  wiretap. 

11.  Identify  all' FBI  pcrso'.inel  v.'ho  had  any  connection  with  the  installa- 
tion, review,  analysis,  recording  and  disseminalion  of  the  results  of  the  wiretap 
Information  in  question. 


2  - 


(183) 


4.1     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  IHTERROGATORIES .   MAY  10.    1973 

Mr.  WlUiam  C.  Sullivan 

12.    To  whom  and  in  what  manner  was  such  information  disseminated? 


& 


13.  From  whom  and  in  what  mani:er  were  instructions  issued  to  dis- 
continue the  wiretaps? 

14.  To  whom  in  the  FEI  were  these  Instructions  issued?  V.Tien  did  aU 
Buch  activity  cease  on  wiretaps,  the  records  of  which  were  maintained  in  your 
custody? 

15.  On  October  5,  1971,  you  advised  Mr.  W.  Mark  Felt  tliat  you  gave 
Charles  D.  Brcnnan  (nov^  SAC  at  FBI  Office  in  Alexandria)  a  brief  case  contaming 
the  sensitive  material  obtained  as  a  result  of  tlie  above  v.'iretaps  v/ith  instructions 
to  Breanan  to  give  the  brief  case  to  then  Assistant  Attorney  Gensrai  Ixobcrt 
Mardian.    Describ3  in  detail  the  contents  of  this  brief  case.    Specifically  cover 
whether  it  contained  the  autliorinations  from  the  A.ttomey  General  applicable 

to  these  v/irctaps.    When  was  tliis  done?   Was  it  done  before  or  after  you 
applied  for  retirement? 

16.  Who  in  the  FEI  made  the  decision  to  turn  over  internal  FEI  records 
directlv  to  I-.lr.  -Mardian?    wTial  cuuversations  did  you  have  with  ethers  rezprdmg 
this?    WiUiv;hom? 

17.  On  whose  authority  was  this  decision  made? 

18.  V/]iy  was  this  material  turned  over  to  Mr.  Mardian? 

19.  V/liat  disposition  was  made  of  tins  material  and  by  whom?   Was 
the  Attorney  General  aware  of  the  dispositicn? 

20.  V/ero  any  copies  made  by  5'ou  or  anyone  else  to  your  Imov/ledge  of 
this  sensitive  material  before  or  after  its  transmittal  to  Mr.  Mardian?      If  so, 
wliat  happened  to  them? 

21.  As  this  wiretap  project  v/as  on-p;oing,  to  v;l;om  in  the  White  House 
or  any  other  place  v.'ere  reports  m.acle  concerning  results  obtained? 

22.  IIcY.'  were  those  reports  conveyed  (written  or  oral),  and  v/ith  what 
frequency  were  they  made? 
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Mr.  William  C.  Sullivan 

23.  Do  you  have  nny  infovmation  v.'hlch  v/ould  Indicate  tliat  any  cpcciiic 
•wiretap  coverage  continued  after  authorization  was  rescinded?   If  so,  provide 
details. 

24.  Do  you  have  any  linov/led;^o,  or  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Mardian 
or  anj'one  else  turned  ovor  any  material  in  this  matter  to  Gordon  LIddy,  Howard 
iiimt,  James  I.TcCord,  John  Doan,  or  anj^one  else  at  tlie  V/liito  House  or  else- 
where?     If  so,  provide  details. 

25.  There  liave  been  leal:s  of  FBI  data  concerning  this  matter  to  Time 
mapizLac  and  porsifaly  other  periodicals.    Are  you  aware  of  the  source  cf  any 
Eucli  lealcs?   If  so,  provide  details. 

An  expeditious  response  Is  requested. 
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4.1     WILLIAM  SULLIVAN  ANSWERS  TO  WILLIAM  RUCKBLSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES, 
tJAY  12,    1972 


TO     :  Hr.  Uilliam  D.  Puckclshauj  DATE:   Hay  11,  1973 

Actlnc  Director 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation         v,-'^.  f\rr-i^V7 

FRUM   :  William  C.  Sulij.yari 
Director 
Office  of  National  Narcotics  Intelllrsnce 

SUBJECT:  SEIh'SITIV'E  C0VEFL\GE  PLACED  AT  REQUEST 
OF  THE  VmiTE  HOUSE 


Please  refer  to  your  nemorandua  to  n=  of  May  10,  1973.  In  ansv^ering 
your  questions  I  will  follow  the  fornat  of  your  Eemoranduni  extending  frca 
question  1  through  25. 

1.  In  regard  to  the  White  Eouse,  I  rhlnk  ic  would  be  most 
appropriate  if  this  question  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Haldecian. 

2.  By  both  conversations  and  wrlttir.  conanunlcSCloos . 

3.  The  requests  v;ere  nade  either  directly  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover 
or  indirectly  through  myself. 


F 


Written  authorization  was  secured  from  the  ALLuLucy  Gcaeral 
In  each  case. 


5.   Yes,  these  records  were  maintaiiod  in  Ey  office  at  the  FBI. 

(a)  The  records  included  logs,  sunaaries  and  correspondence. 

(b)  As  indicated,  these  records  were  maintained  in  ny  office. 

(c)  Yes. 


L 


(d)   They  were  naintaincd  by  r.e  en  the  orders  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover.   Ke  did  not  want  tiiaa  in  FBI  files  and  said  so 
on  two  or  three  occasions. 


(e)   Mr.  Bernard  Vlells,  then  a  supervisor  in  the  Domestic 

Intelligence  Division,  myself,  and  any  secretary  selected 
U        to  handle  the  dictation  (restricted  to  two  for  the  r.-.ost 
part). 


{■■  J,  /  \    /^  (f)   These  records,  on 
jC'      ':  .'     ^   '.  .   Z",'"^     were  given  to  Mr.  Robert  C.  >L2rdian,  then  Assistar-.t  Attorney 


>'■'  h'."''  1^  (V  (^)   These  records,  on  Presidertial  and  Attorney  General  request. 


,■-,.*•  v^V'^     Genera],  of  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Department. 


^^A//^^^     TO?  SECRET 


mrW-     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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6.  Tiie  rt'cord^  v/crc  r;cii;i."in!;J,  aG  indicated,  in  c.y  office  2nd 
not  by  personnel  oLlier  than  uysclf. 

7.  Apart  frcni  tlie  sccrctnrlos,  persons  handling  the  wirecap  prosrar: 
v;erc       -2       i.'iio  handled  liaison,  garnard  V.'gi.ls_wiio  handled 
the  analysis  and  dictation,  and  myself  handling  adalnistration. 

8.  To  the  best  of  niy  recollection,  _Che  Individysls  on  whon  Xi.'irecaps 
vere  placed  inpludcd:       O  /Y  "T 

K         ,  /-  ,  J'    and        :3  There  were 

others  but  I  do  not  renember  them  at  this  time  (around  16-18). 

9.  I  do  not  reaeoiber  the  approximate  times  but  the  general  time 
period  v.-as  from  1969  -  1971. 

10.  The  records  were  considered  to  be  very  helpful  in  some  cases 
and  in  others  they  were  of  little  or  no  value.   I  do  not  recall 
the  specific  elecents  involved. 

11.  It  is  suggested  that  the  identity  of  FBI  personnel  who  were 
connected  with  the  installations  be  secured  from  the  V/ashingcon 
Vicld  Office.   I  do  not  knoi.'  who  nade  the.  installations.   I  have 
already  set  forth  those  handling  the  materials  at  the  Seat  of 
Government. 


[Z. 


L_ 


The  material  vjas  disseminated  by  letter  over  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoovar's 
signature  to  the  KTiite  House.   For  seme  time  the  letters  were 
addressed  to  and  sent  to  the  President  and  Dr.  iCissinger.   Later 
they  were  sent  only  to  Mr.  Haldanan.*  A  few  summaries  vere 
prepared  for  the  Attorney  General  in  meEorandun  fom. 


13.  As  I  recall,  instructions  to  discontinue  came  froa  the  White 
House  and  were  relayed  to  Mr.  Hoover. 

lA.   In  the  main,  these  instructions  were  issiaed  to  me.  However, 
Mr.  Hoover  did  have  some  conversations  with  Mr.  Ehrlichcan, 
Mr.  Haldeman,  and  Dr.  Kissinger.  As  I  recall, the  wiretap 
activity  ceased  during  the  first  part  of  1971. 

15.  The  contents  of  the  case  included  logs  and  letters  related 
to  the  special  vriretaps  project.   As  I  recall,  they  did 
include  the  authorizations  of  the  Attorney  General.   As 

j       previously  indicated,  on  instructions  this  material  was 
furnished  to  Mr.  Kardian  before  my  retirement. 

16.  I  turned  over  the  materials  of  this  special  project  on 
Instruction  to  Mr.  Mardian.   I  had  no  conversation  about  it. 
with  others.   It  was  my  decision. 

-  2  - 

*In  May  1970  cl'.erc  was  a  meeting  at  tlie  VHiite  llousa  of  the  President, 
Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Hoover.   They  decided  the  letters  would  go  to 
Mr.  Haldeman. 
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4.1     WILLIAM  SULLIVAN  ANSWERS  TO  WILLIAM    BUCKELSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES, 

my  11,  1973 _^ 


17.  As  previously  stated,  on  instruction  I  turned  over  theu.aterlril, 
following  a  discussion  in  depth  with  Mr.  itardian  relative  to 
security  and  possible  abuses  of  the  material. 

18.  As  previously  stated,  this  naterial  uas  turned  over  to 

Mr.  Mardian  in  response  to  Presidential  and  Attorney  General 
request. 

19.  The  material  was  to  be  given  Eaxinua  security.  Where  and 
by  vhon  I  do  not  know.   I  do  not  knew  whether  the  Attorney 
Genei'al  was  aware  of  the  disoosition. 

20.  No. 

21.  To  Dr.  Kissinger  and  later  this  was  changed  to  Mr.  Haxaeman. 

221   They  were  written  reports,  hand-carried-   I  do  not  recall 

the  exact  frequency  but  they  were  sent  over  whenever  anything 
appeared  on  the  logs  which  were  relevant. 

23.  No. 

24.  No. 

25.  No,  X  am  not  aware  of  the  source  of  such  leaks.   However, 
judging  from  the  nature  of  this  information  and  the  precise 
details  if  correct,  it  would  seen  that  some  of  it  may  have 
come  from  inside  the  FBI. 


-  3  - 
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4.2 


W.C.    SULLIVAN  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  11,    1969 


yo:       Mr.  C.  D.  DeLoach 
from:     V/.  C.  Sullivan 


May    11,    1959 


JUNE 


Subject:      COLONEL  ALEXArTOER  M.    HAIG 


Original  'iinpounded  by 


TECHNICAL  SURVEILLANCE    REQUEST   ^^^^^    ^^^^^;    s„„  ^e^<, 

(^S'/^J^Ca '/ )  [in  63-16062-3.^4/^ 

Pursuant  to  my  ~c6"nversat  ion  with  the  Director, 
Sunday,  May  11,  1969,  there  is  enclosed  a  memorandum  for  the 
Attorney  General  which  the  Director  may  want  to  discuss 
personally  with  the  Attorney  General.   It  involves  a  high- 
level  request  for  technical  surveillance  on  four  individuals 
whose  names  are  contained  in  the  memorandum. 


As  I  told  the  Director,  the  reque 
Colonel  Alexander  M.  Haig,  who  is  assigned 
KisSTnger 's  staff.   Haig  came  to  my  office 
me  the  request  was  being  made  on  the  highes 
Involves  a  matter  of  most  grave  and  serious 
our  national  security.   He  stressed  that  it 
demands  handling  on  a  need-to-know  basis,  w 
maintained.   In  fact,  he  said,  if  possible 
desirable  to  have  the  matter  handled  withou 
Department:  however.  I  was  told  the  Attorne 
in  general  of  the  main  elements  of  this  ser 
problem. 


st  emanated  from 
to  Dr.  Henry  A. 
Saturday  to  advise 
t  authority  and 
consequence  to 
is  so  sensitive  it 
ith  no  record 
it  would  even  be 
t  going  to  the 
y  General  is  av/are 
ious  security 


Colonel  Haig  said  it  is  believed  these  surveillances 
will  only  be  necessary  for  a  few  days  to  resolve  the  issue. 
iWe,  of  course,  can  handle  the  matter  most  discreetly  through 
our  Washington  Field  Office.   Colonel  Haig  said  it  is  not 
desired  that  i;here  be  any  formal  dissemination  of  the  results 
of  our  coverage  to  his  office.   Instead,  he  will  com.e  to  my 
office  to  review  the  information  developed,  which  will  enable 
us  to  maintain  tight  control  of  it. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

^..     '■•'■.         ~>  '  "a 
yM  ^  A-   -  ^^  o"  •*>  ..^ 

If  approved,  attached  memorandum  will  not  be  filed_ 
but  will  be  maintained  in  a  secure,  of f-the-record  capacity 
as  basis  for  authority  to  proceed  in  response  to  this  request. 

s      * 


Enclosure 


r.i-i.-i.f 


h- 


lv> 


^m  ^ 


\/ 


A 


V 


NOT.  RECORDED 

JUN  6  1973 


JUNr7l97.V> 
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4..  3     MEMORANDUM  OF  WILLIAM  SULLIVAN  TELEPHONE  CALL,   MAY  10,    1969 


DCM>  MR.    TOLSO^i   . 


OFFICE    OF    DIRECTOR  MR.   OELOACM 


FEDERAL    BUREAU    OF     INVESTIGATION 


Af*.  MOHR  . 


UNITED    STATES    DEPARTMENT    OF    JUSTICE  „„      BISHOP 

May  10,    1969  mr.'caspcr. 


MR.    C  ALUAH  AN    . 

MR.    CONRAO  

MR.    FELT  

2:15  pn 


MR.    SALE  . 


MR.    ROSEM 

Assistant  Director  Sullivan  te^.^.. 


SULLIV-AN  . 
MR.    TAVEL  


He   said  ho  had   tried  to  reach    mr.  trottcr 

Mr.    Hoover  at  his  home  as  he      mh.  jonej 

thought  Kr.    Hoover  should  know  tele,  room- 
of  certain  developments   in  missmou-es. 


connection  with  the  request  of  „„,. metc^^p 
Dr.    Kissinger  yesterday.  m.ss  sandy  ircS 


MISS    GANDV   — .  ,-,-r^ 

him  this         A 


He  said  Colonel  Halg  visited  hit 
momi ncr  nnd  2>?.'ie  certcln  rccjucsts  re  a 
Colonel  in  the  Pentigon.   Mr.  Sullivsm  does 
not  H£mt  to  move  on  this  until  he  has  gotten 
Mr.  Hoover's  approval  -  and  "they"  do  not 
want  anything  in  writing. 

Mr.  Sullivan  said  he  would  try  to  reach 
Mr.  Hoover  this  evening  or  tomorrow. 


hwg 


J^S^o%l 


Vu-j-v^y 


U2 


^K 


A 


ENCLOSURE 
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5.     Following  the  President's  authorization  of  the  1969-71  wiretapping 
program,  wiretaps  were  placed  on  the  telephones  of  seven  members  of  the 
staff  of  the  National  Security  Council.   The  wiretaps  for  the  seven 
specific  members  of  the  NSC  staff  were  requested  orally  by  Colonel 
Alexander  Haig,  who  was  then  an  assistant  to  the  NSC  Chairman,  Kissinger. 
A  renewed  tap  on  one  of  these  seven  was  later  requested  orally  by  H.  R. 
Haldeman. 


Page 


5.1  Memoranda  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover  to  the  Attorney  General, 
May  12,  1969,  May  20,  1969,  May  13,  1970  and  May  13,  1970 
(received  from  Department  of  Justice) 192 

5.2  Memoranda  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover  to  Tolson,  Sullivan,  and 
•  -  Brennan,  October  15,  1970  and  to  the  Attorney  General, 

October  16,  1970  (received  from  Department  of  Justice.)...  198 
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■5.1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA.   MAY  12.    20,    1969.  MAY  12,    1970 

r,>.  .  fi      '.'  ■.  '  • "  ;  ■ ;  ''i' 


i.iiii.i    »^:    '  rii 


UNITED   STATES   DEPAUTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
FEUEUAL  BURGAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 

■■'~^  WASUl.NCTON,  DC.    20S3J 

Hay  12,  1969 

MEMOIUKBUM  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

RE:   COLONEL  ALEXANDER  H.  HAIG 

TECTNICAL  SURVEILLANCE  REQUEST 

On  M^y  10,  1969,  Colonel  Alexander  M.  Haig,  who  is 
assigned  to  Dr.  Henry  A.  Kissinger's  staff,  came  to  this  Bureau 
to  ailvise  that  a  request  r/as  being  nade  on  the  highest  authority 
which  involves  a  matter  of  most  grave  and  serious  consequence  to 
our  national  socurity.   He  stressed  that  it  is  so  sensitive  it  de.-aands 
handling  on  a  noed-to-know  basis,  with  nc  record  maintained.   He 
requested  that  telephone  surveillance  be  placed  on  the  following 
individuals  to  deterraine  if  a  serious  security  problem  exists: 

and       :S 

O    is  aged and  is  Department  of  State  employee 

^^'ho  h=>«  h<=<»n  rip.  detail  to  the  Np-tion^l  -Secritv  CoDno.il  since 
He  was  -assigned  to  the  Paris  peace  conference 


between! ^and^ , .   Applicant-type  investigation  by 

this  Eureau  indicated,  while  in  Paris,  he  reportedly  leaked  informa- 
tion to  newspaper  concerning  happenings  at  the  peace  conference. 
This  apparently  was  at  the  beginning  of  his  assignment,  and  after 
being  warned  ho  discontinued  his  reported  leaks. 

H         .  ,  aged ,  was  detailed  from  the  Department  of 

Defense  to  tho  National  Security  Council  as  a  senior  staff  member 

on. , ,   He  was  the  subject  of  an  applicant-type 

investigation  by  this  Bureau.   While  admittedly  he  has  'had  contact 
with  Soviet  nationals  the  investigation  did  not  disclose  at  that  time 
any  pertinent  derogatory  information. 

Tho  files  of  this  Bureau  contain  no  identifiable  informa- 
tion concernlnt;         ^ 

^^  was  detailed  to  the  National 

Security  Council  on , ,  from  the  Department  of  State, 

where  he  had  boon  employed  in  various  administrative  capacities 

since .   An  applicant-type  investigation  disclosed  that 

during  mid  lOr.O's  and  early  1960 's  he  was  suspected  of 

TOP  SECRET 

Group   1 
Excluded    from   automatic 

downgrading   and  _,_.  ,       .     .     .x- 

declassif  ication  '  '    . .'       •  '   ' 

WTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 

AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  l<<> 

BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
'  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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6.1     J.   EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORAmA,   MAY  12,    20,    7969^   MAY  IS,,    1970 


TOP   SECRET 

lieip-oranciux  for  the'  Attorney  General 
RE:   COLONEL  ALEXj\h1)SR  M.  PIAIG 

leaJcing  classified  information  to  unauthorized  sources. 
Thorcush  investigations  ware  conducted  by  Department  of 
Stata;  however,  no  information  was  developed  indicating  he 
was  responsible  for  leaks. 

Colonel  Haig  is  Military  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
to  the  President  for  national  security  affairs.   He  -was  the  subject 
of  an  applicant-type  investigation  and  no  derogatory  information 
was  developed  concerning  him. 

This  Bureau  Is  in  a  position  to  conduct  the  necessary 
telephone  surveillances  requested  by  Colonel  Haig. 

Respectfully, 


Jtmn  EdgaJT  Hoover 
Director 


APPROVED  __^ 

DATE      ^  .S//X.  7^7 
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5.1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   14AY  12,    20,    1969,   blAY  13,    1970 

UKlTia)   STAl'KS    DEl'AK'i'AiJ.XT   OI''  J  i:.S'ilCl'; 
rKDEKAL    UUKEAU    OK   1  N  \  I.Sl  IC  A'iloN 

WASHIiNCTON.  U-C.     i0535 


Hay  20,  1S69 


•MELiORAirt)U?vI  FOR  THE  ATTOR>ffiY  GENERAL 

RE:   COLONEL  ALEXAITDER  M.  HAIG 
;■,. .    TECHNICAL  SURVEILLAIICE  REQUEST 


My  ne 
Colonel  Alexand 
Kissinger's  sta 
telephone  surve 
authority  which 
consequence  to 
because  of  its 
a  need-to-know 
response  to  his 
lances  on 


iaorandum  of  May  12,  1969,  reported  that 
er  M.  Haig,  who  is  assigned  to  Dr.  Konry  A. 
ff ,  advised  this  Bureau  that  a  request  for 
illances  was  being  nade  on  the  highest 

involved  a  matter  of  nost  grave  and  serious 
our  national  security.   He  stressed  that 
sensitive  nature,  it  should  be  handled  on 
basis,  with  no  record  maintained.   In 

request   vou  authorized  telephone  surveil- 
O         ,        // 
and       :3 


On  May  20,  1969,  Colonel  Haig  presented  an 
additional  request  advising  that  it  was  also  being  made 
on  the  highest  authority  in  connection  v?ith  the  same 
sensitive  matter.   He-^eequested  that  telephone  surveillances 
be  placed  on       tZ^         and       C- 
both  of  whom  are  on  the  staff  of  the  National  Security 
Council. 

IZT    is  aged and  served  as  a  staff 

member  with  the  National  Security  Council,  V/ashington,  D.  C. , 

from ,  to i   From ,  to 

ha  was  a =___ 


Since ^1969,  he  has  again  been  serving  as  a  staff 

member  of  the  National  Security  Council.   Applicant-tj'pe 
investigations  by  this  Bureau  in  1966  axid  in  1969  disclosed 
no  unfavorable  information  of  a  security  nature  concerning 
him, 

TOP  SECRET 

Group  1 

Excluded    from    automatic 
do7/nj;Tading   and 
declassification 


Wte'-    at  the  request  of  tee  department  of  justice,  the  chairman 
and  ranking  minority  member  directed  that  certain  material 
be  deleted  prior  to  presentation  of  the  document  to  the 
committee  on  the  judiciary.    deleted  names  of  wiretapped 
individuals  have  been  replaced  by  letter  designation. 


Vs-^ 


(194) 


5.1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   MAY  12,    20,    1969,  MAY  13,    1970 

TOP  isiLc:::^^:. 

r.lemorandura  for  the  Attorney  General 
RE:   COLONEL  ALEXAIJDER  M.  ILMG 


Cy  is  aged and  was  employed  fron 

to , ^  by  the  Dopai'tmont  of  State.   He  is 

currently  on  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council. 
Applicant -type  investigations  were  conducted  by  this  Bureau 
concerning  him  in  1951,  1961,  and  in  1969.   The  investiga- 
tions disclosed  no  pertinent  derogatory  information  of  a 
security  nature. 


^Z  resides  at 


and      C-      resides  &t 


This  Bureau  is  in  a  position  to  conduct  the  necessary 
telephone  surveillances  requested  by  Colonol  Kaig. 

Respectfully, 

t\uL        T-..-__i.--^T 

U'^-iii-i       ^-iQtii         i-W^V 

Director 

APPROVED     ^-rjZnJ^^t^^^^^ 

DATE        f^y   -  S'/yr  A-  9 

. , -c 


TOP   SECRET 
_   o    _ 
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5.1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   MAY  12,    20,    1969,  hJAY  13,    1970 


TOP   SECRET 
UNITED   STATES   DEPARTMENT   OV  JUSTICE 

FEDERAL  BUIiEAU   OF   INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON.  DC.    20S3S 


May  13,  1970 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 


RE: 


-TECmiXCAL  SURVEILLANCE  ItEQUEST 


On  May  12,  1970,  Brigadier  Cenei'al  Alexander  M. 
Haig  of  the  National  Security  Council  Staff,  advised 
that  Dr.  Henry  A.  Kissinger  of  the  White  House  staff, 
had  requested  that  as  soon  as  possible  a  telephone 
surveillance  be  instituted  on  the  home  of    {^ 
of  the  National  Security  Council  Staff. 

A  survey  has  been  conducted  and  it  has  deter- 
mined that  the  installation  of  this  telephone  surveillance 
is  feasible.   If  you  approve,  this  installation  will  be 
placed  by  this  Bureau. 


Respectfully, 

^i^hn  Ed gp.r^  Hoover 
Director 


a- 


^■J 


APPROVED 
DATE 


tcZJJ^ 


TOP   SECRET 

Group   1 
Excluded    from   automatic 
downgrading   and 
declassification 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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S.l     J.    EDGAR  i  OOVER  MEMORANDA^   MAY  12,    20,    1969^  MAY  13,   1970 
W.C.V -^  ~^'''-,y  rEUi:UAL   CUKEAU   Ol"    I.NVESTIC.VTION 


WASIUNCTON,  DC.    20SJS 


Hay  13,    1970 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

RE:  ^ 

TECm^ICAL  SURVEILLANCE  REQUEST 


On  May  12,  1970,  Brigadier  General  Alexander  II. 
Haig  of  the  National  Security  Council  Staff,  advised 
that  Dr.  Henry  A.  Kissinger  of  the  White  House  staff, 
had  requested  that  as  soon  as  possible  a  telephone 
surveillance  be  instituted  on  the  home  of     iL- 
of  the  National  Security  Council  Staff. 

A  survey  has  been  conducted  and  it  has  deter- 
mined that  the  installation  of  this  telephone  surveillance 
is  feasible.   If  vou  approve,  this  installation  :s-ill  be 
placed  by  this  Bureau. 

Respectfully, 


■  Hoover 
Director 


APPROVED  WwA^'J^ut:^^^^^^^ 


DATE  "^  S'//3  /7D 


^a 


TOP   SECRET 

Group    1 
Excluded    from   automatic 
downgrading  and 
declassification 


WTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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35-96R   O  -  74  -  pt.    1-14 


ysT-v^-x 


4:22  PM 


S.2     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,    OCTOBF.R  IS,    16,    1970 

UMTKU    SlATLa    UL  t'AK  IM  1-..\T   U  I-    jLbl  ILL 
FEUl-.KAL    UUKtAU    OF    1  N  V  ES  TtGATlOiN 

WAblll.NCTON.  DC.    2liS3i 

TC7v'fc_ 
.   '   '-  ^">  October  15,   1970 


—  ^ 


V 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  MR.  TOLSON     ' 

MR.  SULLIVAN  "- 
MR.  C.  D.  BRENNAN  5 


^c-  C: :::i;.u.i j 

:rr.  Ca^-r-r 

Mr.    C-.-.'aJ j 

Mr.   Fr>- 

-Mr.  CiIs 

Mr.  ?.->..„ 

Mr.  Tav-l 

Ifr.  Walters 

■^Ir.   Soya.-i 

Tel».  Room t 

•Miss  Ho;fn»s L 

Uisa  Gand 


Honorable  H.  R.  Haldeman,  Assistant  to  the  President,  called. 
He  stated  that  Dr.  Henry  Kissinger  had  handed  him  a  copy  of  some  information, 
and  he  did  not  know  whether  I  remembered  it  or  not,  which  I  had  sent  over 

to  Dr.  Kissinger  a  couple  of  days  ago,  frog?  the and  the 

report  there  showed  th.at  this  fellow ,  had  a  discussion  with 

an  imnamed  person  on  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council. 

Mr.  Haldeman  asked  if  there  was  any  way  of  figuring  out  who  that  was. 

I  told  him  there  was  not  except   that  by  keeping  in  touch  with  this 

fpllow iwe  may  be  able  to  pick  it  up.    Mr.  Haldeman  said  that  would 

be  very  helpful.    He  continued  thai  on  the  other  side,  he  would  like  me  to 
put_some  coverage_on  S  _^.    I  told  him  I  would 

do  that;  that  I  thinic  where "soraeone~is~tr>'ing  to  get'information  from  people 
in  highly  sensitive  positions  and  peddle  it  around,  it  is  bad  and  we  ought, 
of  course,  have  complete  coverage. 

Mr.  Haldeman  said  they  have  some  concern  on         -ff 
they  may  have  a  bad  apple  and  have  to  get  him  out  of  the  basket. 

Mr.  Haldeman  said  it  would  be  helpful  if  we  could  put  this  on 
jS  and  I  told  him  I  would  take  care  of  it  right  away. 


/ 


JEH:edm  (1) 

/^6.  '■■■— 


JU?1  i 


1  1973', 


^  ^'S^ 


?hn  Edgar  Hoover 
Director 


Yi'^ 


h    '^1 


-/^ 


(V 


£<- 


n 


ri 


NOT  RSlCCKDED 
JUN  8     ^^'•^ 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 


^c^% 
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6.2    j.  edgar  hoover  memoranda^  october  is,  13,  1970 
Ui\iti:d  sj'a'jls  depaii'J'ment  of  justice 

I'EDKRAL  BUr.EAU   01'    I  NV  USTIGAXrOiN 
■WASUINCTON.  DC.    2033S 

October  16,   1970 
MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

RE:    SPECIAL  COVERAGE  AT  THE 

REQUEST  OF  THE  V/HITE  HOUSE 


"the  Honorable  H.  R.  Haldeman,  Assistant  to  the 
Pi^esident,  has  requested  that  the  telephone  surveillance  on 
~Q  be  reinstituted. 

U  is  ah  employee  of  the  U.  S.  Department 

of  State.    You  previouslj'  approved  a  telephone  surveillance  of 
him  on  May  12,  1S69,  which  v/as  discontinued  on  June  20,  1969. 

This  Bureau  is  in  a  position  to  conduct  the 
necessary  telephone  surveillance  requested  by 'Mr.  Haldeman. 


Respectfully, 


lij^-^o    J^d 


VO-ta 


.,hW 


bhn  EdgCir  Hoover 


Director 


APPROVED 


d/ij-^ 


DATE  (///■,    /y^/y^ 


/ 


TOP  SECRET 

GROUP  1 
Excluded  from  automatic 
downgrading  and 
declassification 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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6.     Five  of  the  wiretaps  on  NSC  employees  were  discontinued  after  a 
relatively  short  time  (the  shortest  being  one  month);  two  continued  for 
an  extended  period.   Three  of  the  staff  members  were  subject  to  wiretaps 
for  substantial  periods  after  leaving  the  NSC.   Two  were  tapped  when 
they  were  no  longer  employed  by  the  government,  but  were  serving  as 
advisers  to  a  United  States  Senator  who  was  a  Democratic  Presidential 
candidate. 
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TO 


'  6.1     T.J.   SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  IS,    1973 

Memorandum 

Mr.  E.-  S.  Miller  datc: 


.,.fi><<^  1-.',U-.  Felt 

Smith  "IJ^^ 


FROM  :    ''^-    i-  J-  '^niT^n  I -^  "^      -T  •  M  -  l"'''^  •  E  •  S .  Mi  1  Icr:  ..V.:" 

'J  '^'^'^  l-Mr.  Walters  Tcie.Vc^-V 


Q, 


5/13/73 

-Mr 

•.',u- 

-J.'iT 

-Mr 

,1 

-.'.ir 

-fili' 

Ep.rdley 


(v. 

■  a-    - 

It. 

M.-. 

ri.;i/v 

Jerk:-?  , 



V.-, 

;',-^ 

Wanna 11 


'-  c , 


SUBJECT:  SENSITIVE  CO'.TRAGE  PLACEO  AT  THE     '.  ,l{^  1-f.Ii'.  T.  J.  Sniifn  ::""'' - 

REQUEST  OF  THE  WHITE  HOUSE  " ',  ji!  He.';.— 

Pursuant  to  instructions  of  ths  Acting  Director,  I    it  El-'eT 
met  him  at  11:00  AM  on  5/12/73  in  the  office  of  .'.Lr .  Leonard  vji.  K:;i.  ^ 
Garment  at  roo.Ti  128  of  the  Executive  Office  Building.   V.e 
niet  ),Ir.  Fred  Buzhardt  who  took  us  to  a  room  with  a  vault  and 
turned  over  to  us  two  sealed  boxes  which  we  determi  ned  to  be 
official  records  of  the  FBI  which  had  been  in  tlie  protective 
custody  of  iorr.er  Assistant  to  the  Director  Williap.  C.  Sullivan 
prior  to  his  retirement  in  October,  1971. 

lir.  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  examined 
and  that  a  receipt  describing  them  should- be  prepared  and  signed 
by 'me  before  they  were  ren^oved  from  ths  vault.   I  then  px^oceedcd 
to  examine  the  records  and  make  an  inventory  in  the  forra  of  a 
r<sr»p-i  ni*.  .   }])nrh  hnv  wns  i  nvpntnyi  nd  c:p>*)r\m  tpI  v  nnn  a  oony  nf  t.hn 

receipt  prepared  by  me  is  attached  for  inf orriatj oa. 

I  finished  the  inventory  at  about  2:30  PM  and  Mr.  Garment 
then  loolccd  over  the  inventory  receipt  and  I  signed  out  of  the 
•vault  with  ths  tv,-o  boxes  of  records  at  2:45  Pm,   A  Secret  Service 
Agent  who  had  renainod  in  the  vault  area  while  the  records  ?.'ere 
being  inventoried  drove  me  to  the  Federal  Triangle  Building  ••vhere 
the  Intelligence  Division  is  located.   The  records  are  presently 
being  maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  your  office. 

The  tv/o  boxes  contain  the  original  logs  of  intercepts  of' 
the  various  electronic  surveillances  operated;  the  original,  signe 
letters  to  tlie  Attorney  General,  each  signed  by  him,  requesting 
authorization  to  install  the  electronic  surveillances;  Original 
letters  to  President  ^^ixon,  Dr.  Kissinger,  Va' .  Haldeman,  and  Mr. 
Ehrlicli.r;an  reporting  on  tiie  results  of  the  electronic  surveillance 
the  FEI  ycllovv  file  copies  on  the  above— mentioned  letters:  copies 
of  letters  to  the  Attorney  Gc!ie2"al  advising  of  di3conti:'v;r.nc.?3  ci 
the  electronic  surveillances;  cover  :;.omor:'.nda  rolatin.;  to  Ict'.err 
to  t'.ic  Attornc-y  C-enorai,  The  Prcsideiit,  Dr.  Kissinger,  Mr.  :-::ilccr- 
^and  Vx  .    ;i;':r  1  ic;-.:'.;-.  :i ;  r-.i:';coj  i-".  ncou;s  o'.h":"  cc■:^■■.•'^opGnce"ce  .  incluci"^ 

cables  to  and  irom relating  to  vlect.:  oiac  surveill-i-.-ce 

covcrar''o  arrar!::od  by  our .there,  and  general  bac!-:i;rc-; 
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NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN  1-^^ 

AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUt'lENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NMIES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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6.1      T.J.    SMITH  MEMOnAWVM,    MAY  13,    1973 

A   preliminary  analysis  of  the  contents  of  t^c  two  boxes  cf 
naterial  has  been  made,  it  being  noted  tl'.at  an  in-depth  study  of 
the  naterial  vould  probably  require  several  weeks.   The  following 
is  a  su""^ary  of  that  analysis: 


It  appears  that  tlie  project  of  placin?:  electronic  surveillance 
at  the  request  of  tiie  White  House  had,  its  bcr;inning  in  a  telephone 
call  to  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Koover  on  5/9/G9  fro".i  Dr.  Henry  A.  Kissins^er, 
Ti'ational  Security  Adviser  to  the  President.   Dr.  .Kissinger  advised 

Of  a  story  on  tiio  front  pape  of  the'     by     Q 

Q    was  extraordinarily  damaging  and  used  secret  infornation. 
Dr.  i'issingor  asked  Mr.  I.'oovcr  if  he  could  r.ake  a  major  effort  to 
find  >iut  where  the  information  car.ie  from.   I.j:.  Hoover  agreed  to  see 
what  co.jid  be  aone. 

Dr.  Kissinger  called  later  the  sane  day  and  referred  to  tso 
other  articles  by    Q     within  the  previous  ten  days  and  that 
the^  three  ste-i-ies  "nay  be  tied  tcrrether.  •  Dr.  Kissinger  told  ilr . 
Hoover  this  i,;  \cter  had  top  priority. 

to.  Koo\cT  subsequently  called  Dr,  Kissinger  and  told  hin 
that  it  was  xhc  conclusion  of  cortactc  we  had  n.ide  that  information 
for  the  three  articles  could  havo  cone  anci  probably  did  from  a 
staff  )nembcr  of  t.-e  Mationf.l  Security  Council.  :.'x .  Hoover  naned 

/V  .-s  a  possible  suspect,  notii^r;  that  he  v/as  then 

a  staff  nenbor  of  t'-.e  I.'aticruil.  S-rx-ur.ty  Council.   He  also  gave 

Dr.  Kissinger  the  nane  of ,__Rn   enployoe  of  Systems 

Analysis  Ar-.oncy  in  zhc   Doicnise  Dcpartmont.. .  r.nd  a  pp. ■>-_>;?  J  i^j  an 
r.DSOC'-r-    -2   of    .-V     ,  .-.  rd  f;aid  ti:at   W      and       Hnovv 
Q  .ind  considered  in  ".  a  part  of  the clique. 

Dr.  Kissinsor 's  c:.i:-~  were  then  followed  up  by  a  visit 
by  than  Colonel  Ale.-caiidcj-  ■'.  ''air;,  of  Rr,  irissinecr 's  staff,  to 
the  office  of  Mr.  Vi'.C.  Sulliva;,    Colono'i  Taig  r.adc  a  request  ■'■'-" 
electronic  turveillance  on  i'.'^r    .  dividu-.iis  and  i;e  said  the  j.er-GSt 
Y.'as  oeing  ncdo  on  "the  iiighost    "  .'ority''  r  nd  involved  a  ;.;atter  of 
reost  grave  and  serious  consequo  ■-c  to  our  national  spcjrity.   Ho 
also  said  that  it  was  so  sensiti%'o  th^"*".  it  den-.an'"'cJ  handlinc:  on 
a  necd-to-I:now  basis  witli  no  record  •.:~.±n'."''..xi.       He  said  it  vould 
be  desirable  to  have  tiie  r;;ri.t::jr  h.-nd^cd  v.; ';iio  it  gcinr;  to  the 
Dcpnrtncnt .   The  rcqucit  was  i -^iori-ed  by  Ivtter  to  the  Attorney 
General  dated  5/12/69,  -.r.d  t;;o  Atcornoy  C.'.icral  cigncd  tV.e  aprroval. 
This  -.--quest  rr'-.-.cd        O  -V        :    G- 

■;  r.nd         ^  The  letter  coacam-ja  no 

rationale  otl->cr  than  th:it  shci\;ii   above-. 


W 
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C.l      T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,    MAI  IZ,    1377> 

The  records  rovcal  that  all  of  the  special  V/hite  Kouse- 
requestcd  electronic  survcilD ance  was  discontinued  on  2/10/71  and 
at  that  tine  nine  were  being  operated.   They  are  listed  belov/ 
with  the  dates  on  which  approval  was  initially  given  b>-  the  Attorney 
General: 

K  -   Approved  5/13/70 

■T'  -      Approved  5/29/G9 

<5  -  Approved  5/4/70 

/V  -  Approved  5/12/69 

L.  -   Atjproved  5/13/70 

H  -   Approved  5/4/70 

fi.  -   Approved  10/19/70 

&  -   Approved  last  5/4/70 

3  -   Approved  last  10/19/70 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  of  the  above  list,  electronic 
surveillance  had  been  installccJ  and  then  discontinued  on  •then- 
Gr  -and       S  G-     '""d 

:5      were  included  in  the  first  authorized  on  5/12/G9. 
Gr  'ro."    d'' Eccntirv.'ri  5/27/G9  ".nd  rcinstitutod  5/4/70.   ^ 

v/as  discontinued  6/20/G9  and  rc-instituted  10/19/70, 

It  is  noted  also  thct  the  surveillance  on    .V     was 
the  only  one  which  continued  fron  the  inception  to  the  end  of  the 
epecial  project.   Two  newsr.en  v.-erc  still  beinp:  covered  at  The 
time  of  discontinuance,     '^  and      Q. 

The  folD.ov/ins  is  a  co;r.plete  list  by  date  order  of  all 
the  individuals  on  whom  electronic  surveillance  was  placed  at  the 
request  of  the  V/hite  lljsuse: 

rX 

0    ■  :-;:tional  Security  Council  5/12/69  - 

^X'  9/15/69 

/V  ;,"ational  tLccurity  Council  5/12/69  - 

,  V"  r-           -T          2/10/71 

<S-  jlDept.  of  nefcnsej 

y^  '  ^  5/12/69  -  5/27/G9 

'\  5/4/70  -  2/1C/71 

-3  ,    ir-^.tionr.l  Security  Co',;ncil  5/12/G9  - 

10/19/70  to 
2/10/71 
C  ::r.tionr.l  Sccuril-  Cour.cil  :./'20/C9  - 

G/20/G9 


a 


0^ 
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■      6.1      T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,    MAY  IS,    1973 
\^' 

J/  ,    ?fationr.l   Security   Council    5/gn/(^p   _ 

v^  -  6/20/o9 

T^,  '.       C^cwsmaiQ  5/29/69   -    2/10/71 

2>.      '~  ficwsmanj  6/4/69    -    8/31/69 

-X 

E,  Ehrlichman's  Office  7/23/69  -  10/2/69 

^  A*''' 

F  ,    Vi'hite  House  staff  S/4/69  -  9/15/69 

Al,        (NcwsmauJ         9/10/69  -  11/4/69 

Q,        /Newsman)  5/4/70  -  2/10/71 

H  State  Department  5/4/70  - 

V-  2/10/71 

A  State  Department  5/4/70  - 

\^  2/10/71 

/<,  National  Security  Council  5/13/70  -  2/10/71 

cV^ .,  „   _ 

\y  2/10/71 

■IT  White  House  staff  12/14/70  -  1/27/71 

Examination  of  the  criminal  letters  to  the  V/hitc  House 
reporting  on  results  of- the  various  electronic  surveillances 
maintained  diiring  the  project  reveals  tl;e  following: 

There  v.-ere  37  letters  to  Dr.  Kissinger  dating  frorr. 
5/13/69  to  5/H/70,   There  v;ere  34  letters  to  the  President    <r 
dating  fiom  7/10/69  to  5/12/70.   There  were  52  letters  to  Mr. 
H.R.  Hr.ldcTT.an  dated  I'rom  7/10/69  to  2/10/71.   There  were  15 
letters  to  Vx.    E!irlichnan  dating  iron  9/22/69  to  7/25/69,  and 
these  all  related  to       £"  "who  was  apparently 

an  assistant [on  Hhrlichr.an's  staff.   In  addition 

to  electronic  surveillance  on   £"        |t;:e  records  reveal  that 
the  FRI  also  conducted  a  physical  surveillance  on  £". 

In  connection  v/ith  th.e  sui'veil lance  of   ^.         t!ie  records 
reveal  that  electronic  and  n'nysjcal  co\'crago  -.vas  brough.t  about 
v,-her.  tlio  Attorney  Gcncrni  cr.llc.i  a;id  sr.id  that  tiio  Prcsiv.on';  had 
ordered  liin  to  tall  tiie  Director  lie  wanted  a  2-i-hour  surveillance 
and  a  tap  on  £'       land  t)int-  v;e  sl\o;ild  i-cr>ort  the  resultn  of  ~hc 

OY/n  handv.a'i  ting  "  iiigiicr  .'tiitiiori  ty  !i;.s  reque:itcd  that  tlii^  be  c.^n: 
iinr.icdiatcly  for  use  prior  to  Thujsday.'' 

-  4  - 
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6.1     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  13,    1973 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  in  addition  to  t^e   ^   coverage, 
the  Attorney  General  also  called  and  arrans:^d  for  electronic 
sui-veillanco  of    /*7;  fa  newsman^  The  Attorney 

General  said  that  the  president  v.'anted  i:n.T.ediate  coverage  on. 
He  also  instructed  that  results  should  go  only  to  the  Attorney 
General  and  H.R.  Halder:3n.   Letters  v/ritten  went  to  Dr. 
Kissinger,  however.   In  this  case,  as  in  all  of  the  ethers, 
the  Attorney  General  personally  signed  the  written  approval  for 
the  M     coverage. 

Most  of  the  electronic  surveillances  v/ere  instituted  at 
the  request  of  then  Colonel  Alexander  Haig,  who  said  that  the 
coverage  was  being  requested  on  the  highest  au,-thority.  ?:er,oraad: 
initially  stated  that  llaig  stressed  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
most  grave  and  serious  consequ&nce  to  our  national  security, 
and  no  othei-  rationale  v/as  given.   There  appeared  to  be  an 
understanding  that  the  coverage  in  each  instance  v/as  based  on 
the  original  conversations  Mr.  Hoover  had  with  Dr.  Kissinger 
concerning  the  serious  and  damaging  leaks  of  information  to 
the  news  media. 

On  occasion  some  specific  rationale/was  given  by  Tlaig. 
In  connection  with  the  coverage  of       a  , 

a  correspondent,  the  rationale  given  v,-?.s  related  to 

ft  serious  leak  concerning  U,  S.  involvcr-.ent  in iiaig 

said  in  this  instance  that  tiie  President  had  called  hin  regarci: 
a  serious  security  violation  involving  a  leak  by  '      ^ 

conceiMiing  the^ sicuation.   Haig  said  that  this  leak 

iiad  been  nailc3'Zdovn~To"  a  coupl^-of  people  "  and  hs  re.",uesved 
coverage  on    6    ,  G7  , 

r-/  and  /?.  lie  also  requested 

coverage  on  both  residence  and  c/ffice  of  each,  the  firsc  ti:ie 
the  office  was  covered. 

With  reference  to  the  coverage  on        ^; 
tlie  ratiop.nle  used  by  Coicnel  Hiiq  v/as  that  the  coverage  on 
■p       ^revealed  riiat    f*  and    F         v/ere  fricr.ds 

and  that   F  told    T  wiiat-  v/ould  be  in  a  speech  by 

the  President. 

In  anot'.ier  instance  the  co\'or  ner-.orandun  to  the  letter 
requesting  Attorney  General  approval  on  the     JD 
coverage,  saic'i  that  Dr.  Xissiiigor  rccucsted  the  coverage  bccr.-j.-' 

-3>   had  been  in  concact  ■.vit;)  individualG  on  whoii  "■■■o  ii-^.i 
electronic  surveillance  coverage  in  the  case. 
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6.1     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MAX  13,    1972 

The  request  to  ro-institute  covcrzse  on     ^ 
in  October,  1970  nftcr  it  had  been  discontinued,  v/as  nade  to 
J.tr .  Hoover  by  H.  R.  rlalde.Tia.n.   Rationale  given  by  Kaldonan  was 
vague;  that  they  had  sc:ne  concern  about      ^        Apparently 
through  sone  other  coverage,  possibly  on  tha 

someone  tallied  to  an  individua.1  on  the  National  Security  Council 
and  Haldeman  inplied  that  this  may  have  b°en     JS 

The  records  contain  hundreds  of  pages  of  logs  of 
transcripts  of  intercepts  over  the  period  the  project  v;as  in 
operation.   Conplcte  reviev.'  of  all  these  logs  would  require 
an  enormous  amount  of  time.   Huv/ever,  a  preliminary  review  has 
been  made  of  the  letters  to  the  President  and  members  of  his 
staff  summarizing  the  results  of  "the  electronic  surveillances 
and  some  examples  of  the  m.aterial  developed  from  the  coverage 
are  set  forth  below.   It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  signifi- 
cance of  many  of  intercepts  is  not  known  to  us.   Only  those 
familiar  with  U.  S.  foreign  policy  plans  and  considerations 
would  be  competent  to  determine  the  sensitivity  of  much  of  tlie 
material.   ?,;any  of  the  intercepts  related  to  foreign  policy 

^  S  c:  r"!!  c:  c:  S  rin  c:      q  n/^     yn-iiT     /^"^     Jr>n^r     r>«~»-f-      Ii'-i  yja     bOOI^     ***erS'^na"'      Or     '^UbliC 

in  nature. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  Dr.  Kissingei-  accompanied  Colonel 
Haig  to  }.Ir.  Sullivan's  office  on  5/20/G3  shortly  after  the 
coverage  began,  to  read  all  the  logs  prepared  to  date.   After 
reading  tho  logs  Dr.  Kissinger  said,  "it  is  clear  that  I  don't 
have  anybody  in  my  office  thr.t  I  can  trust  except  Colonel  Kaig." 
He  said  that  what  l:e  v,as  learning  as  a  result  of  the  covers ge 
Y.'as  extremely  helpful  to  him  while  at  tl.o  same  time  very  disturb- 
ing. 

During  coverage  of     'P        in  July,  1969,  '7' 
read  a  quotation  to  an  unknov.n  individual  which  he  appeared  to 
have  gotten  _from  someone  in  the  Vrhite  h'jirse.   It  read,  "  Tho 
President  is  weak.   I'.e  has  difficulty  saying  no.   He  v^ants  to 

please  all  a!id  ho  disli::cs  having  toi-nke  a  choice V.ith  a 

man  like  this,  Henry  JCissingcr,  of  course,  has  great  influence. 
But  if  we  in  tho  'iVhitc?  }'o'-sc-  vero  only  icur  or  live,  wo  could 
run  the  Govarnmont .   As  it  ic; ,  we  can't  -ad  Nixon  has  yet.  to 
find  a  way  of  doing  that."   The  caller  sr.id,  "This  is  hnr5-:;i. 
ThiG  is  sor.r-onc  in  tiie  V.'hitc  House?"    T  .replied,  "Yc-.~." 
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6.1     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  13,    1973 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
wnuse  Judiciary  Commjrtee  staff 


In  a  preliminary  review  of  the  various  suiamaries  furnished 
to  the  White  House,  nothing  was  found  which  would  indicate  that 
a  violation  of  Federal  law  was  determined  from  the  electronic 
surveillance  coverage,  nor  was  there  any  specific  instance  of 
information  being  leaked  in  a  surreptitious  manner  to  unauthorized. 
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In   a   prolininary  rovie-.v   of    the   v;->.vic>:3   nurr-orics    furnished 
to   the   VrhitG    iloi'se,    nothing,   vr.o    iovncl  v.-:'.:  en   would    indicr-tc    that 
a   violation  of   rcdorr.l    l^w  wr.z    deterr.iiicd   from   tho    Rlortr^-"^ -:• 
survci llr.nce   covor"^'.^.    ti-^"   ■      ■  .- .        - 


-    7 
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B.l     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM^   MAY  12,    1972 

The  sunnnries  arc  full  of  examples  of  careless  and  loose 
talk  about  natters  beir.j;  handled  in  the  IVhite  House  by  the  persons 
in.'  the  White  House  on  who::;  coverace  vas  placed.   Even  the  v/ives 
had  a  habit  of  discussing  their  l^usbands '  v/ork  unnecessarily.   For 
example,  in  one  case  Mrs.     /^,  in  a  conversation  v/ith  a 

cemetary  lot  salesman,  revealed  that  her  husband  had  been  worViing 
long  hours  preparing  a  speech  for  President  Ni.xon  to  deliver 
shortly. 

Various  of  the  V/hite  House  personnel  were  often  in  contact 
\7ith  nev/spaper  men,  and  some  were  involved  in  close  personal 
relationships  v/ith  newsmen. 

With  specific  respect  to  anr  monitoring  of  Daniel  Ellsberg, 
a  review  of  the  logs  of  the    A/  electronic  surveillance 

revealed  fifteen  instances  of  Ellsberg  on  the     /V  national 

security  electronic  surveillance.   There  is  attached  hereto  a 
rough  draft  sumnary  of  the  Ellsberg  intercepts.   It  is  to  be 
noted  that  aside  from  one  conversation  on  11/22/70,  which  perhaps 
established  a  rationale  for  Ellsberg's  anti-war  posture,  none  of 
the  intercepts  of  Ellsberg  were  related  in  any  way  to  the  Pentagon 
Papers  investigation.   Seme  of  the  intercepted  conversations 
related  to  drugs  such  as  LSD  and  marijuana. 

There  is  one  folder  in  the  material  bearing  the  code 

word This  has  to  do  with the  syndicated 

columnist.   Nothing  in  the  folder  suggested  that  coverage  of 

had  been  requested  by  the  Vi'hite  House  or  anyone.   However, 

a  number  of  personal  letters  mariicd  "Top  Secret  -  Do  Not  File" 
addressed  to  Mr.  Hoover  suggests  that  Mr.  Hoover  was  aware  of 

the. project.   In  essence, apparently  made  a 

Eui'opean  trip  in  1969  and  someone  desired  electronic  coverage 

of  him  while  he  v.'as  abroad.  made  a  special  trip  to 

Y/here   h,e   Djpparently   arranged   thr-ough   the   Legal   Attache 

to  have  the, authorities  place  a  microphone  in 

hotel  room  in There  are  logs  indicating  th.at  microphone 

coverage  was  Instituted  and  reported  through  the 

There  are  no  tickler  or  file  copies  of  any  summary  memoranda 

to  indicate  th.at  the  results  of  the  coverage  on were  ever 

furnished  to  anyone  but  Mr.  Hoover. 

For  the  tim.e  being  all  of  these  records  are  being 
maintained  under  secure  condiTior.s  in  Intelligence  Division 
space.   Vt'e  v/ill  begin  ir-.r-.OGia"ce J.y  r.o  integrate  t!-.e  rcccrcla 
into  our  regular  "June"  files  ar.d  to  prepare  appropriate 
general  and  special  electronic  ?;':rv')i  1?  rnce  irdicos  po  th^t  tM'» 
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ACTION: 

For   information. 


^'      s:/p\ 


b)' 


Q, 


v< 
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6.2     EDMUND  MUSKIE  STATEMENT,   SEPTEMBER  10,    1973,    SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION,    50-51 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

I  mean  self  occur  in  impoundment  of  funds,  executive  privilege, 
classified  information,  and  we  have  been  able  to  avoid  pre- 
cise definitions  over  the  years  because  of  the  practice  of 
restraint  upon  the  part  of  both  the  Presidency  and  the 
Congress . 

Wliat  troubles  many  of  us  is  that  there  is  so  much  evi- 
dence that  the  restraints  that  have  been  honored  in  the  past 
have  been  abandoned  by  some  and  that  abandonment  could  lead 
to  a  society  in  which  some  men  are  more  equal  than  others. 
That  is  really  what  is  at  the  heart  of  our  inquiry  here.   I  do 
not  detect  in  this  discussion  this  morning  any  real  revulsion 
against  the  notion  that  in  national  security,  there  certainly 
■must  be  a  guideline  for  the  use  of  this  technique.   But  when 
restraints  are  abandoned  in  secret  then  there  is  no  check 
against  the  abandonment.   This  is  what  Senator  Case  is  speak- 
ing about,  this  is  what  all  of  us  are  speaking  about,  so  I 
express  that  as  a  matter  of  philosophy  and  I  think  it  under- 
lies this  whole  discussion. 

For  instance,  in  this  list  of  17,  and  I  have  not  veri- 
fied it,  I  have  no  way  of  verifying  it,  at  least  two  of  the 
names  are  names  of  people  who  were  closely  associated  with 
me  in  a  foreign  policy  advisory  role  throughout  1970  and 
most  of  1971.   I  am  naturally  curious  and  interested  as  to 
whether  or  not  when  they  became  associated  with  —  they  were 
no  longer  associated  with  the  Executive  Branch  were  still 


iie 

r 
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subject  to  electronic  surveillance.   If  they  were  there  is  a 

possible  inappropriate  purpose  as  well  as  the  continuance  of 

an  appropriate  purpose.   So  the  line  becomes  very  obscure. 

And  I  think  as  n  society  we  have  got  a  right  to  know  whether 

that  line  is  slowly  being  breached  and  undermined  to  the 

detriment  of  the  credence  of  all  of  us,  so  I  am  interested 

in  this.  Senator  Javits  suggestion,  I  am  not  sure  it  is  the 

only  one  but  it  is  a  specific  one,  and  I  think  we  need  to 

resolve  some  pertinent  questions  that  were  put  this  morning, 

I  am  not  going  to  repeat  them  or  try  to  find  another  set  of 

words  to  put  them  in,  but  simply  state  the  philosophical  view 

and  illuminate  the  point. 

I  will  make  this  one  point.  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  emphasizes 
that  these  wiretaps  were  originated  under  the  President's 
authorization  and  I  would  be  curious  to  know  whether  or  not 
that  authorization  was  the  result  of  some  initiative  taken 
by  some  person  other  than  the  President,  somebody  must  have 
recommended  to  him  that  this  technique  be  used.   Who,  was  the 
one  person,  was  it  several,  did  it  include  Dr.  Kissinger  and 
so  on.   But  it  is  of  concern  to  us  to  know  where  these  ideas 
originate,  what  their  motivation  is  and  whether  or  not  there 
are  greater  responsibilities  of  people  whose  inclinations  are 
in  this  direction. 

Mr.  Richardson.  May  I  comment  briefly.  Senator  Muskie, 
because  I  think  you  have,  as  have  others,  including  Senator 


I   wor 
I   and 
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I      Senator  Case.  The  next  person  chronologically  whose 
tap  was  requested  was   Mr.  L  ,  requested  on  May  13,  1969. 
And  as  to  that  —  I  am  just  trying  to  get  the  record  — 
requested  by  General  Haig  on  behalf  of  Dr.  Kissinger.   Would 
you  comment  on  what  category  this  falls  into? 

Mr.  Kissinger.  Well,  I  have  been  —  you  have  to  remember. 
Senator  Case,  that  I  have  not  seen  this  report  until  the  day 
before  I  testified,  and  that  I  was  one  of  those  who  strongly 
recommended  that  the  report  be  given  to  the  Committee,  and  when 
there  was  nuiances  of  difference  between  my  recollection  and 
this  report  I  nevertheless  decided  to  stick  to  my  recollection. 

Now,  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Mr.  L    , 
was  my  personal  assistant,  who  knew  everything  in  my  office, 
who  had  been  with  me  on  secret  negotiations  with  Le  Due  Tho 
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and  who  literally  before  whom  I  had  no  secrets,  a  man  for 
whom  I  had  then  and  for  whom  I  continue  to  have  the  highest 
personal  regard,  and  who  will  be  able  to  verify  the  fact  that 
even  after  he  resigned  I  on  many  occasions  told  him  if  he  ever 
wanted  to  reenter  the  Government  I  would  do  my  best  to  help 
him  in  that  respect . 

L        resigned  early  —  during  the  Cambodian 
incursion  in  protest  against  the  governmental  policy.  On  the 
other  hand,  for   financial  and  other  reasons  he  was  not 
prepared  to  leave  his  office  right  away.  Now,  I  could  have 
insisted  that  he  depart  but  I  had  great  personal  affection  for 
him  and  great  confidence  in  him. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  think  you  will  appreciate  that  within 
the  White  House  my  own  judgment  in  hiring  him  was  not  exactly 
applauded,  so  we  had  a  potential  security  problem  here  in  the 
sense  that  a  man  had  resigned  in  strong  opposition  to  the 
President's  policy  but  was  still  continued  on  the  staff  in  a 
sensitive  position  and,  moreover,  still  had  all  the  files. 

Now,  I  would  not  have  remembered  that  I  personally,  that 
it  was  at  my  personal  directionand  I  think  again  this  may  well 
have  been  an  FBI  euphemism  but  this  was  the  reasoning  that 
led  to  the  tapping  of   Mr .  L 

Senator  Case.  L    indicated  to  you  in  May  of  1970,  I 
guess, that  he  wanted  to  leave  and  I  think  he  did  leave  in  June 
of  1970. 
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Mr.  Kissinger.lt  can  be  easily  determined  when  he  in  fact 
left,  I  know  it  was  several  weeks  later  or  several  months 
later. 

Senator  Case.  Yes.   The  tap  was  suggested,  asked  for  on 
May  13,  1969,  yes.  May  13,  1969.   I  do  not  mean  —  I  just  want 
to  point  thatout  because  it  was  a  year  later. 

Mr. Kissinger .  No,  that  is  incorrect.  It  must  be  May  1970. 
I  am  certain  that  that  is  incorrect.   He  was  not  even  working 
for  me  in  May  1969.  He  joined  my  staff  in  June  1969,  I  believe. 

Senator  Case.   I  see. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   And  I  am  certain  either  your  notes  or  the 
FBI  report  is  wrong.   It  certainly  followed  his  resignation  from 
my  staff. 

Senator  Case.  From  the  staff,  and  we  will  check 
on  that  particular  item. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  do  not  have  the  report  here  but  it  could 
not  have  been  in  May  1969,  because  he  was  not  on  my  staff  then. 

Senator  Case.   He  resigned  then  in  June? 

Mr. Kissinger.  No,  he  resigned  within  a  week  of  the 
Cambodian  incursion. 

Senator  Case.   Right.  He  left  in  June? 

Mr.  Kissinger.  And  he  left  the  end  of  June. 

Senator  Case.   1970. 

Mr. Kissinger .   And  I  really  have  to  check  whether  he  left 
finally  in  June  or  whether  it  was  a  little  later  because  he 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(216) 


6.2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  17,    1973, 
SFRC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    23-26 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  26 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


could  have  been  kept  on  In  some  consultant  status. 

Senator  Case.   The  fact  that  the  taps  were  kept  on  him 
until  February  10,  1971,  after  which  —  during  a  part  of  which 
period  he  was  part-time  adviser  to  Senator  Muskie  that  was 
not  known  to  you  at  that  time? 

Mr .Kissinger.  I  think  you  will  find.  Senator  Case,  that 
certainly  after  May  1970,  I  never  saw  any  reports  on  these 
taps. 

Senator  Case.  Your  statement  here  added  to  the,  to  Dr. 
Marcy's  summary,  Indicates  That  is  your  position. 

Mr.  Kissinger.  Yes,  and  therefore,  I  never  saw  any 
reports  after  that. 


^ 
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6.4     MORTON  HALPERIN  AFFIDAVIT.   NOVEMBER  30.    1973.   HALPERIN  V.    KISSINGEB 

UNITED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT 
FOR    THE    DISTRICT    OF    COLUMBIA 

No\/  3o 


MORTON  H.  .HALPERIN,  et.  al.. 
Plaintiffs , 

-V- 
HENRY  A.  KISSINGER,  et.  al.. 
Defendants , 


Civil  Action  No.  1187-73 


AFFIDAVIT 

City  of  New  York  ) 

)     ss : 
State  of  New  York) 

MORTON  H.  HALPERIN,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says: 

1.   On  i-'ay  9,  1969,  in  Key  Biscayne,  Florida,  defendant 

Henry  A.  Kissinger  informed  me  that  I  was  suspected  of 

leaking  a  story  )>y  Mr.  William  A.  Beecher  which  had  appeared 

in  the  New  York  Times  several  days  before.   The  story 

reported  that  the  United  States  had  begun  bombing  Cambodia 

and  provided  some  details  of  the  bombing  operation.   Kissinger 

asked  me  whether  I  had  provided  any  information  to  Beecher. 

I  assured  him  that  I  had  not.   I   pointed  out  that  I 

could  not  have  been  the  source  of  most  of  the  information 

in  the  article  since  I  had  not  had  access  to  the  information 

and  did  not  know  whether  the  story  was  accurate  or  not. 

Kissinger  was  well  aware  of  this  since  everything  I  knew 

about  the  bombing,  essential  only  the  single  fact  that  the 

United  States  had  bombed  Cambodia,  I  had  learned  in 

conversation  with  Kissinger.   I  had  not  had  and  never  had 

access  to  any  documents  related  to  the  bombing. 

2.   Kissinger  indicated  that  he  accepted  my  assurances 
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but  that  others  would  not.   He  noted  that  as  '.o  l-n  i 

informed  me  previously,  a  number  of  high  level  figures  . -, 

the  Nixon  Administration  were  suspicious  of  my  political  vie'.vs 

and  considered  me  disloyal  to  the  administration.   He 

informed  me  that  for  a  period  of  time  he  would  not  give 

me  access  to  any  of  the  more  sensitive  information  regarding 

national  security  matters.   That  way,  he  stated, if  any 

information  leaked  I  could  not  be  blamed. 

3.   This  period  lasted  until  I  resigned  from  the  staff 
of  the  National  Security  Council  in  September  of  1969.   After 
May  9,1969  I  was  given  no  access  to  sensitive  material 
including  information  relating  to  private  Vietnam  negotiations, 
negotiations  with  the  People's  Republic  of  China,  White 
House  negotiations  with  the  Soviet  Union,  and  plans  for 
troop  withdrawals  from  Vietnam.   Kissinger  and  defendant 
Alexander  Haig  were  fully  aware  of  this  since  they 
personally  controlled  access  to  such  information.^  From 
May  9,  1959  on,  my  access  was  limited  to  information  avail- 
able to  hundreds  of  others  in  the  White  House  and  the 
department  of  the  Executive  Branch.   A  number  of  other 
officials  had  access  to  the  information  about  the  bombing 
of  Cambodia  and,  at  least  according  to  press  reports,  were 
not  tapped.   On  the  National   Security  Council  staff,  these 


*/      On  one  such  matter — private  Vietnam  negotiations — 
Haig  has  so  testified  under  oath  at  the  so-called  Pentagon 
Papers  trial.   He  testified:  "I  would  say  from  the  period 
January  '69  until  his  departure  from  the  staff  in  August  of 
'69  Mr.  Halperin  had  regular  access  to  the  regular  reporting 
traffic  on  the  conduct  of  the  formal  negotiations  within  the 
Paris  framework  which  had  been  established  for  some  period 
and  which  was  reconvened  that  year.   He  would  have  had  full 
access  to  those  as  a  member  of  the  staff  involved  in  South- 
east Asian  and  other  affairs.   He  would  not  have  had  access 
to  the  more  sensitive,  third-party  contacts  which  may  have 
occurred  during  that  period."  (Transcript,  p.  20,925.) 
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included  Henry  A.  Kissinger,  Alexander  Haig,  and  Lawrence 
Eagleburger.   Other  officials,  unknown  to  me,  in  the 
Departments  of  State  and  Defense  also  had  access  to  this 
information.   Information  leaked  to  the  press  on  other 
subjects  was  also  available  to  a  number  of  officials. 

4.  On  August  6,  1969,  I  informed  Kissinger  of  my  desire 
to  leave  the  National  Security  Council  staff  as  socn  as 
possible.   At  his  request,  my  departure  was  delayed  until 
September  19,  1959.   Also  at  his  request  I  agreed  to  become 

a  consultant  to  him. 

5.  On  September  19,  1969  I  left  the  NSC  staff  and 

was  notified  that  I  had  been  appointed  a  consultant  effective 
September  21,  1969. 

6.  On  May  4,  1970,  I  sent  Kissinger  a  letter  resigning 
as  a  consultant.   On  May  13,  I  received  a  letter  from 
Kissinger  "confirm  [ing]  that  you  will  no  longer  be  carried 
on  the  rolls  of  the  National  Security  Council  staff  for 
possible  future  consultation." 

7.  During  the  period  September  20,  1969  to  May  13,  1970, 
I  had  no  access  to  any  classified  information.   This  was  well 
known  to  Kissinger  and  Haig  since  only  they  would  have 

given  me  access.   (See  also  Haig  testimony  quoted  above.) 

8.  During  this  period,  I  was  employed  by  the  National 
Security  Council  for  only  one  day.   On  that  day  I  wrote, 

at  Kissinger's  request,  a  memorandum  on  Vietnam.   I  had  no 
access  to  classified  information  in  the  course  of  writing 
that  paper. 

9.  After  leaving  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council 
in  the  period  of  September  1967  to  February  1971,  I  engaged 

in  a  number  of  activities  reflecting  my  political  beliefs. 


(220) 


6.4     MORTON  HALPERXN  AFFIDAVIT,    NOVEMBER   30,    1973,    HALPEFIN  V.    KISSINGER 
-4- 

I  wrote  articles  for  newspapers.   I  consulted  with  Senators, 
Congressmen,  and  their  staffs  on  what  positions  they  might 
take  on  public  issues  including  Vietnam.   In  particular, 
I  consulted  with  a  number  of  people  advising  Senator  Edmund 
Muskle  in  connection  with  his  possible  candidacy  for 
President  of  the  United  States.   At  the  time  of  the 
American  invasion  of  Cambodia  in  the  Spring  of  1970,  I 
consulted  with  a  number  of  American  citizens  about  various 
potential  forms  of  citizen  activity  to  protest  American 
policy.   Discussions  related  to  all  of  these  activities  took 
place  on  my  home  telephone. 


^^>v^7o</^ 


Morton  H.  Halperin 
Subscribed  and  sworn  to 
This  IJt^  day  of  November,  1973 


''^^^ 


IJ^      \/>lX^^^ 


Notary  Public 
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7.      In  reports  seat  to  the  President,  Henry  Kissinger  and  H.  R. 

Haldeman,  none  of  the  seven  NSC  employees  was  established  to  have 
been  a  source  of  leaked  classified  information. 
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7.1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTIflG  OK  WIRETAPS  OF  NSC  EMPLOYEES 

MR.    B. 

A  summary  addressed  to  Henry  Kissinger  on  May  29,  1969,  reported 
that  Mr.  B.,  a  member  of  the  National  Security  Council  staff,  had  been 
in  contact  with  a  newspaper  reporter  who  had  had  numerous  contacts  with 
individuals  assigned  to  Soviet-bloc  embassies. 
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7. 1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  WIRETAPS  OF  NSC  EMPLOYEES 

MR.  C. 

None  of  the  summaries  furnished  to  the  House  Judiciary  Committee 
contained  references  to  information  obtained  by  the  electronic  sur- 
veillance of  Mr.  C,  a  member  of  the  National  Security  Council  staff. 
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7. 1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORT  TNC,  ON 'WIRETAPS  OF  NSC  EMPLOYEES 


MR,  I. 


None  of  the  summaries  furnished  to  the  House  Judiciary  Committee 
contained  references  to  information  obtained  by  the  electronic  surveillance 
of  Mr.  I,  a  member  of  the  National  Security  Council  staff. 
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7.1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  WIRETAPS  OF  NSC  EMPLOYEES 

MR.  K. 

A  total  of  eight  summaries  of  information  obtained  from  a  wire- 
tap on  Mr.  K. ,  a  member  of  the  National  Security  Council  staff,  were 
sent  to  H.R.  Haldeman  between  May  14,  1970  and  December  28,  1970.   The 
summaries  reported  only  conversations  regarding  Mr.  K.'s  dissatisfaction 
with  his  job  and  some  of  the  decisions  being  made.   One  summary  reported 
on  the  political  activity  of  an  acquaintance  of  K.   In  addition,  a 
summary  dated  November  3,  1970,  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Kissinger  and  reported 
a  conversation  in  which  the  parties  made  uncomplimentary  remarks  about 
Mr.  Kissinger  and  the  President. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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7. 1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  WIRETAPS  OF  NSC  EMPLOYEES 

MR.  L. 

H.R.  Haldeman  received  28  reports  between  May  14,  1970  and 
February  10,  1971  from  the  electronic  surveillance  of  Mr.  L.,  an 
employee  of  the  National  Security  Coxmcil.   The  summaries  reported  the  • 
prospects  that  Mr.  L  and  others  could  secure  employment  with  Democratic 
politicians.   The  later  summaries  reported  the  activities  of  certain 
potential  Democratic  candidates  for  national  office  by  whom  Mr.  L.  was 
then  employed.   Some  summaries  reported  contacts  between  Mr.  L. 
and  journalists. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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7. 1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  WIRETAPS  OF  NSC  EMPLOYEES 

MR.  N. 

A  total  of  27  summaries  were  prepared  from  the  electronic 
surveillance  of  Mr.  N.:  eleven  were  addressed  to  the  President  starting 
on  August  8,  1969  and  ending  on  May  11,  1970;  two  were  addressed  to 
Dr.  Kissinger  in  May  and  October  1969;  and  sixteen  were  addressed  to  H.R. 
Haldeman  starting  on  May  14,  1970  and  ending  on  January  29,  1971.   The 
summaries  reported  conversations  between  Mr.  N.  and  journalists,  repre- 
sentatives of  special  interest  groups  and  members  of  politicians'  staffs 
expressing  opposition  to  the  Vietnam  war.   The  summaries  also  reported 
the  activities  of  potential  Democratic  candidates  as  those  activities  were 
mentioned  to  Mr.  N.  and  the  activities  of  a  Democratic  candidate  for  the 
Presidency  by  whom  Mr.  N.  was  employed  in  the  latter  part  of  the  time 
covered  by  the  wiretap.   One  summary  reported  Mr.  N.'s  refusal  to  follow  a 
suggestion  that  he  leak  to  a  journalist  a  statement  by  Kissinger. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified  material. 
Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  withheld  from 
publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the  privacy 
of  the  invididuals  involved. 
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7. 1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  WIRETAPS  OF  NSC  EMPLOYEES 

MR.  0. 

The  President  received  summaries  on  May  28,  1969,  July  25,  1969, 
August  1,  8,  and  14,  1969  and  September  3,  1969,  and  Henry  Kissinger 
received  a  report  dated  May  20,  1969  with  respect  to  the  electronic 
surveillance  of  Mr.  0.,  a  former  National  Security  Council  staff 
member.   The  majority  of  the  summaries  reported  contacts  between  Mr.  0. 
and  journalists.   Although  some  of  the  discussions  involved  foreign  policy 
negotiations,  none  of  them  revealed  classified  information. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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7.2     HENBY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  17,    1973,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
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Mr.  Kissinger.  (Deleted.]  The  oiigii\  of  tliis  p;uti(:ular  pro:i;rum 
Wiis  ;i  mijet'.njj  in  the  Pio.--i(lout's  ofTire  wliirh  I  htivc  do-.cribpil  to  ,\  on. 
jiiid  in  wliieh  the  Pres'uletU  onlerotl  the  use  of  \viieta[).s,  and  in  wiiich 
niy  fontribiition  wns  to  describe  leaks  that  had  occuirpd.  1  woul'l  suni 
lip  tlie  pioblera  at  tlie  time  as  follows — and  I  had  asked  myself  this 
(|uestioii  very  much:  Did  I  have  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
Government  was  doing  anything  wrong?  And  second,  was  I,  in  e.\c- 
CHting  orders  that  I  thought  were  legal,  doing  an^-thing  that  was 
wrong  or  illegal? 

I  can  say  that  the  idea  that  tliis  was  not  common  practice  or  that 
this  was  in  any  sense  illegal,  simply  never  crossed  my  mind.  I  believed, 
when  the  Director  of  the  FBI  said  tliis  had  been  common  practice  in 
every  previous  administration,  that  it  was. a  distasteful  program  that 
was  being  reinstituted  m  this  administration.  I  do  not  from  my  o\vn 
knowledge  know  that  this  program  was  carried  out  in  prewous  ad- 
ministrations. 

I  have  been  told  since,  again  by  many  people  who  should  know, 
that  it  was  carried  out  in  pre\-ious  administrations. 

xVs  to  my  own  role,  I  think,  what  you  have  seen  will  support  that  I 
confined  my  participation  scrupulously  to  indi\"iduals  wno  had  had 
access  to  the  information,  and  that  nobody  was  penalized  as  a  result 
of  this.  On  the  contrary,  many  of  the  people  who  were  part  of  the  pro- 
gram became  my  closest  associates,  and  others  who  had  been  part  of 
this  program  had  been  kept  on  my  staff  against  very  strong  opposition 
from  many  quarters.  [Deleted.] 

And  after  this  one  program  I  did  not  participate  in  an3'-  other 
internal  security  program  of  the  administration  so  none  of  these 
memorandums  to  which  Senator  Symington  referred  to  this  morning, 
the  Huston  program,  the  Plumber  program,  or  whatever  else  was  done, 
or  the  approach  to  Mr.  Hekns  in  the  Watergate  episode,  was  conducted 
with  any  knowledge  of  my  office  or  of  me  personally.  I  think  this  is 
vrhat  the  committee  should  keep  in  mind  when  it  assesses  the  degree 
of  m}'  own  propensity  to  use  such  tactics. 

Senator  Muskie.  When  the  experience  of  prenous  administrations 
was  described,  was  it  described  as  being  used  to  vmcover  leaks? 

Mr.  KissiNGEH.  It  was  described  as  having  been  used  to  tmcover 
leaks  and  to  protect  national  security  information.  But  I  might  have 
been  remiss  in  not  inquiring  further  into  it. 

Senator  Muskie.  I  am  not  making  that  judgment  necessarily. 

Mr.  Kissinger.  That  is  how  it  was  described  to  me. 

Senator  Muskie.  You  see,  I  raako  a  distinction  between  national 
security  as  a  justification,  and  leaks.  To  close  leaks  and  sources  of 
leaks  woidd  require  a  surveillance  effort  that  coidd  be  as  wide  as  the 
2^2  million  civil  servants  of  this  Government.  If  the  closing  of  leiiks 
is  a  sufhcient  justification,  there  is  no  limit.  I  gather,  of  com-se,  from 
your  testimony  that  there  were  limits  to  tliis  in  actual  fact.  But  if  you 
establish  it  as  a  principle,  then  the  principle  is  prettv  hard  to  contain. 

IDeleted.l 

BASIS    FOR    INITL^TING   AVIRET.\PS 


Senator  Muskie.  Now  with  respect  to  fach  \virctap  initiated  as  a 
result  of  the  name  that  you  proviiled,  was  that  related  to  a  specific 
lea.k  of  specific  information?  I  know  you  coiddn't  recall.  But  was  it 
your  itiiinrssion  that  it  was  a  specific  leak  of  specific  information  or 
II  fishing  expetlition? 
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Senator  Symington.   Well,  you  see.  Senator  Javits' 
question  is  extremely  pertinent  because  we  would  like  to  know 
why  first  the  tap  was  put  on  and  secondly,  why  it  was  taken 
off  so  quick,  I  mean  if  we  are  going  to  get  the  facts. 

You  say  he  went  on  the  White  House  — 

Mr.  Richardson.   The  reason  it  was  put  on  was  simply 
that  papers  flowed  through  his  hands.   It  was  not  a  question 
of  the  existence  of  any  suspicion. 

Senator  Sjrmington.   Well,  things  happened,  he  resigned, 
he  retired.   He  was  not  discharged. 

Mr.  Richardson.   That  is  true. 

Senator  Symington.  And  I  would  like  to  leave  it  right 
there . 

Now,  you  say  that  you  returned  the  record  from  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  how  do  you  know  he  has  not 
got  these  tapes,  these  tapes.   It  is  very  easy  to  copy  a  tape. 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.   Well,  the  records  are  fairly  voluminous. 
Senator,  and  what  I  think  Mr.  Ehrlichman  did  simply  —  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  simply  held  the  taps   as  custodian  from  the  White 
House  after  they  were  transferred  from  the  FBI  to  the  White 
House. 

Senator  Symington.   My  next  to  the  last  question  would 


be  have  you  taken  any  action  against  anybody  as  a  result  of 
information  that  you  received  on  these  tapes? 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.   The  FBI  has  taken  no  action  at  all. 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by  40 

House  Judiciary  Coinmlttee  staff 

Senator  Symington.   No,  I  meant  —  we  talk  about  raw 
files,  and  again,  if  I  may  quote  my  colleague  from  New  York, 
they  may  be  raw  to  us  but  they  are  not  raw  to  you,  and  you 
know  the  facts,  and  we  don't.  My  question  would  be  based 
on  the  information  that  was  in  the  tapes  has  any  action  been 
taken  with  respect  to  anybody  who  was  tapped? 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.  I  think  Dr.  Kissinger  would  be  the 
best  witness  to  that.  Senator,  because  the  purpose  of  the 
taps  themselves  was  to  discover  whether  any  of  these  indi- 
viduals was  the  source  of  leaks  and  there  could  be  no  way 
you  could  tell  from  that  information  just  exactly  how  it  could 
be  put  together  with  other  information  that  could  lead  to 
that  conclusion. 

Mr.  Richardson.   The  other  corollary  of  what  Mr. 
Ruckelshaus  has  said  is  there  is  nothing  in  the  report  we 
have  been  discussing  in  itself  establishes  that  either  an 
individual  was  the  source  of  leaked  information  or  that  any 
action  was  taken  with  regard  to  him  as  a  consequence  of  the 
taps. 

Senator  Symington.   Would  you  file  for  the  record,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  those  people  in  the  government  who  have 
seen  the  raw  files  in  this  particular  case  and  also  file  for 
the  record  the  names  of  anybody  outside  the  government  who 
has  a  copy  of  the  FBI  report? 

Mr.  Richardson.   I  certainly  can't  do  the  latter  because 
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William  D.  Ruckelshaus,  Acting  DiiiECTon,  FBI,  Press  Conference,  Mat  14, 

1973,  2:00  P.M. 

Mr.  Cos'.MY.  Good  afternoon.  This  is  aa  on  the  record  news  conference  with 
William  D.  Ruekelshaus,  Acting  Director  of  the  FBI.  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  ha.s  a 
brief  statement,  after  which  he'll  be  pleased  to  respond  to  any  questions.  There 
are  haad  microphones  on  the  sides  of  the  room  may  I  suggest  it  will  be  easier  for 
all  of  us  to  hear  if  you  use  those  when  you  do  ask  your  qupstion.s.  There  i.s  a 
background  paper  on  wiretapjjing  that's  available  to  you.  You  may  use  it  as  you 
see  fit.  There  is  also  a  text  of  Mr.  Ruekelshaus'  statement  and  a  full  transcript  of 
the  entire  news  conference  will  be  a\ailable,  hopefully,  later  today. 

Mr.  RucKELSHADS.  Gentlemen,  I'd  like  to  read  this  statement,  in  its  entirety 
so  that  we  have  this  problem  in  conte.xt  before  your  questions. 

Shortly  after  assuming  this  job,  my  .attention  was  drawn  to  several  newspaper 
and  periodical  accounts  of  electronic  surveillances,  better  known  as  wiretaps, 
having  been  placed  on  telephones  of  government  employees  and  newsmen  in  an 
effort  to  stem  the  leaks  of  information  related  to  highly  sensitive  foreign  policy 
issues.  Upon  inquiry,  I  was  informed  by  FBI  employees  that  these  surveillance's 
had  been  performed  and  that  the  records  relating  to  them  were  missing  from  the 
FBI  files.  Also  the  question  had  been  raised  in  the  Ellsberg  trial  whether  informa- 
tion from  these  alleged  taps  had  bi^n  used  by  the  prosecution  in  any  way  and  thus 
tainted  the  evidence. 

As  a  result  of  this  information,  I  immediately  ordered  an  investigation  into  the 
facts  surrounding  the  taps  and  the  missing  records.  The  investigation  was  started 
Friday,  May  i,  1973,  and  was  conducted  under  my  personal  supervision  by 
highly  skilled  FBI  personnel  at  Headquarters.  Forty-two  separate  interviews 
were  conducted,  all  by  Headquarters  personnel,  and  included  travel  to  Phoeni.x, 
Arizona;  Tampa,  Florida;  Savannah,  Georgia;  New  York  City;  and  Stamford, 
Connecticut, 

The  investigation  revealed  that  from  May,  1969,  to  February,  1971,  based  on 
consultations  between  the  Director  of  the  FBI  and  the  White  House,  certain 
wiretaps  were  instituted  in  an  effort  to  pinpoint  responsibility  for  leaks  of  highly 
sensitive  and  classified  information  which,  in  the  opinion  of  those  charged  with 
conducting  our  foreign  policy,  were  compromising  the  Nation's  effectiveness  in 
negotiations  and  other  dealings  with  foreign  powers. 

iThere  was  a  total  of  17  wiretaps  placed  for  this  purpose.  Four  were  placed  on 
newsmen  as  the  potential  recipients  of  leaks  and  thirteen  on  government  employees 
as  the  potential  sources.  The  taps  were  on  for  varying  lengths  of  time  during  the 
period  in  question;  two  for  as  little  as  30  days  and  one  for  as  long  as  21  months. 

These  requests  were  handled  in  the  same  way  as  other  requests  involving 
national  security  for  a  number  of  years  and  in  prior  .\dministrations.  When  a 
government  agency  or  the  White  House  requests  surveillance  the  request  is  studied 
by  the  senior  officials  of  the  FBI,  and  if  the  Director  approves,  authority  is  then 
requested  from  the  Attorney  General.  If  he  approves,  as  was  done  in  this  case,  the 
surveillance  commences,  summaries  are  prepared  from  the  logs,  which  are  trans- 
mitted to  the  interested  agency,  or  as  in  this  case,  the  White  House. 

Because  of  the  sensitivity  of  these  particujjjir  surveillances,  the  records  were 
yen.-  closely  held:  first  in  the  Director's  Office  aad  then  on  the  Director's  orders 
under  the  custody  of  !Mr.  W.  C.  SiUlivan  who  was  an  Assistant  to  the  Director. 

The  investigation  indicates  that  sometime  in  the  summer  of  1971,  after  the 
taps  were  all  taken  ofif,  Mr.  Sullivan  contacted  Mr.  Robert  Mardian,  who  was  then 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  chaige  of  the  Internal  Security  Division,  and 
informed  him  of  the  nature  of  these  records  and  recommended  that  they  be  trans- 
ferred to  The  White  House.  According  to  Mr.  Mardian,  the  recommendation  was 
made  on  the  claim  by  Mr.  Sullivan  that  Mr.  Hoover  might  use  the  records  in 
some  manner  ag.-iinst  the  Attorney  General  or  the  President.  Mr.  Sullivan  does  not 
affirm  Mr.  Mardian's  claim.  There  is  certainly  no  proof  that  Mr.  Hoover  had 
such  intention  but  the  charge  had  its  desired  effect.  According  to  Mr.  Mardian,  he 
informed  Mr.  Mitchell,  who  in  turn  informed  The  White  House.  The  records  were 
taken  from  the  files  by  'Mr.  Sullivan,  who  ordered  them  given  to  Mr.  Mardian,  who 
delivered  them  to  The  White  House. 

When  the  FBI  discovered  the  records  were  missing  upon  Mr.  Sullivan's  retire- 
ment in  the  fall  of  1971,  it  commenced  an  inquiry  which  ended  when  Mr.  Hoover 
was  informed  by  Mr.  Mitchell  that  the  records  had  been  destroyed.  It  should  be 
noted  that  Mr.  Mitchell  has  denied  making  such  a  statement  to  Mr.  Hoover. 
This  conflict  cannot  be  resolved  because  of  Mr.  Hoover's  death.  Mr.  Mitchell, 
however,  confirmed  that  the  records  were  moved  to  The  White  House. 
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In  any  event,  the  FBI  accepted  the  premise  that  the  records  had  been  destroyed, 
and  wheri  I  assunied  my  present  position,  I  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
records  were  still  intact.  It  was  not  until  last  Thursday  night  that  our  investiga- 
tion revealed,  during  an  interview  with  Mr.  .Mardian  in  Phoeni.^,  that  the  records 
probably  still  existed  and  might  be  in  The  White  House. 

The  next  day  the  records  were  located  in  The  White  House,  having  been  filed 
in  a  safe  in  Mr.  l!;hrlichman's  outer  office. 

Unfortunately,  the  records  were  not  located  in  time  to  respond  to  Jud.ize  Bjrne's 
inquiries  about  the  potential  taint  of  evidence  in  the  EUsberg  trial.  The  inter- 
ception of  Ellsberg's  conversations  all  occurred  when  he  was  either  a  guest  of 
Morton  Halperin,  National  Security  Council,  or  conversing  with  him.  It  was  one 
of  those  conversations  of  Mr.  EUsberg  which  I  had  informedi  the  Judge  on  Wednes- 
day, May  9,  1973,  had  been  remembered  by  one  of  our  employees  who  had 
monitored  the  tape.  Of  course,  whether  the  location  of  the  records  would  have 
had  any  affect  on  the  Judge's  decision  is  not  for  me  to  say. 

On  J^aturday  an  FBI  Agent  and  I  went  to  The  White  House,  identified  and 
retrieved  ihe  records  and  they  now  rest  in  the  FBI  files. 

The  investigation  was  conducted  with  skill,  speed  and  effectiveness  by  the 
FBI  and  resulted  in  the  full  retrieval  of  the  records.  I  believe  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  reveal  these  facts  so  that  this  story  can  be  put  in  proper  perspective. 

Now  I  have  two  more  points  that  I  want  to  make,  gentlemen.  One  is  that  I 
recognize  how  very  emotional  the  question  of  wiretaps  is  in  our  society,  and  I 
asked  at  the  time  this  investigation  started  that  a  history  of  the  use  of  electronic 
surveillances  or  wiretaps  in  the  FBI  or  by  the  FBI  be  prepared.  The  handout 
that  you  now  have  or  is  available  is  the  result  of  that  inquiry.  I  felt  that  the 
history  was  informative  and  good  enough  that  it  warranted  being  handed  out  at 
this  press  conference  so  that  again  these  taps  can  be  placed  in  that  historical 
perspective.  Secondly,  since  I  am  stire  it  will  be  one  of  the  first  questions,  I  want  to 
touch  on  the  reasons  why  I  have  not  revealed  the  names  of  the  17  people  who 
were  placed  under  electronic  surveillance  during  the  course  of  this  effort  to  stem 
the  leaks.  At  first  I  felt  it  was  probably  a  good  thing  to  reveal  these  names  in  the 
interest  of  openness  and  letting  the  public  know  precisely  what  happened.  And 
upon  reflection  I  concluded  that  the  potential  harm  to  be  done  by  the  release  of 
these  names  outweighed  the  good  that  could  result  in  the  openness  of  revealing 
them.  The  potential  harm  is  clear  to  the  employees  of  the  Government  in  that 
their  positions  in  the  Government  since  they  were  at  least  once  under  siispicion 
and  most,  if  not  all  of  them,  have  since  been  exonerated,  might  be  jeopardized. 
It's  less  clear  as  to  the  newsmen  as  to  why  the  names  would  not  be  released,  but 
again,  upon  reflection  and  a  certain  degree  of  agonizing  I  concluded  that  the 
potential  was  still  there  for  some  harm  to  be  done  by  revealing  their  names  to 
the  pubUc.  And  I  was  finally  persuaded  by  the  realization  that  if  I  made  a  mistake 
in  releasing  the  names  there  was  nothing  I  could  do  about  it,  but  if  I  make  a 
mistake  in  not  releasing  them  I  can  always  rectify  that  mistake  by  doing  so  later. 
So  in  response  to  any  of  your  questions  as  to  what  these  names  are,  or  who  is 
involved,  my  answer  will  be  the  same  and  that  is  that  I  will  neither  confirm  nor 
deny  that  any  of  the  names  that  you  request  are  the  subjects  of  this  surveillance. 
I'll  now  attempt  to  answer  your  questions. 

LEAKS   RESULTING    IN    SUBMISSION    OF   PARTICULAR   NAME 

The  Chairman.  Could  you  indicate  what  leaks,  for  example, 
occurred  that  resulted  in  the  submission  of  a  particular  name?  Does 
this  occur  in  the  summary? 

Mr.  Richardson.  No,  it  does  not.  The  summary  only  contains 
the  sort  of  general  background  that  was  described  by  Sir.  Ruckelshaus 
in  his  May  14  statement  and  later  by  the  President  in  his  May  22 
statement. 

ATTORNEY    GENERAL's    REQUESTS    FOR    TAPS 

The  Chair.man.  Does  the  summary-  indicate  whether  or  not  the 
Attorney  General  requested  any  names  to  be  tapped? 

Mr.  RicHAEDSO.N.  There  are  two  instances — I  want  Bill  to  hear 
this — the  chairDian's  question  was  does  the  suminaiy  indicate  any 
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TO 


FROM 


VlT.    E.    S.    '.'.iller 


DATC;         5/13/7 


Vj:  .    T.    J.    Smit 


G. 


suiiJECT;     b£NSITIVE    CO'.TRAGi    PLACED    AT 
REQUEST   OF   THE    WHITE   KOUSS 


0 


,V* 


Pursuant  to  instructions  of  ths  Acting  Director, 
met  him  at  11:00  AM  on  5/12/73  in  the  office  of  Var .  Leon 
Garnent  at  roon  128  of  the  Executive  Office  Buildias-  '',' 
net  J.tr.  Fred  Bushardt  who  took  us  to  a  rcon  with  a  vault 
turned  over  to  us  tv.-o  sealed  boxes  which  we  deterp.i  ned  t 
official  records  of  the  ITBI  v/hich  had  been  in  the  protec 
custody  of  xorr.er  Assistant  to  the  Director  vrillia;?.  C.  3 
prioi'  to  his  retirenent  in  October,  1971. 
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llr.  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  examined 
and  that  a  receipt  describins  them  should- be  prepared  and  signed 
by'no  before  they  were  removed  from  the  vault.   I  then  proceeded 
to  e>:a:?,ine  the  records  and  ir.ake  an  inventory  in  the  forn  of  a 

rpooint.  .        Vnnh    hnx    '.vr!.'=;     i  nvpntnTi  pd    rsppPTP  rr-l  v    nnri    a     onnv    nf     thf». 

receipt   prepared    by  rae   is    attached   for    inf orr.'.atioa. 

I    finished    the    inventory   at    about   2;30   PM   and    ','jr .    Gamer.t 
then   loolccd   over    tl:e    inventory  receipt   and    T   signed   out   of    the 
■.vault   with   th3    t'.vo   boxes    of   records    at    2:45   PM.      A   Secret   Service 


A;;ciit   v.'!:0   had   remained    in   the    vault    area   while 
being   inventoried   drove   -e   to    the   I'cdc 
the    In^-'^i  1  icjence   Division   is    located, 
being  maintained   under   secure   conditio 


the  records    ^'ere 
1   Triar.gle   Building  --vhere 
i^e  rccoi-ds    are   presently 
in   your   office. 


The    two    boxes    contain    t!ie    original    logs    of    intercepts    of" 
the   various    electronic   surveillances    or,oi'atod;    "ch.e    original,    sig: 
letters    to    tl;c   .Attornej'   General,    eacVi   signed    by    hin,    recuesring 
authcriz.it ion   to    insrall    the    electronic   survoillr.nces ;    Original 
letters    to    president    }:ixon,    Dr.    Kissinger,    Mi'.    Halder:an.    and    ?.-lr . 
Ehrlich.naa   reporting   on    t;;e   results    oi    the   electronic   svrveillanc 
the   FBI    yollov,-   file   copies    on    the    a'oovL.— -.-sntion-d    lG~"crrs:    ccpic  = 
of    Icttoi-G    ~o    the    Attorney    Ocp.oral    r^civising    of    disccnzi:-^- r.ces    c; 
the   oicCro 
to   t!:c   At  to 
iTivx-,    ).':c .    ':,':. 
-cables    to   a 
covi^rr"'e    ar 


■n.iv    General, 
:lic.:-.\n:    -;i: 


.cs.i;  cover  ::o:;ora;"i::a  relating  - 
T!:e  Vv^'--iA3v,z ,  Dr.  Kissinger.  .'. 
:-;  J  l-.noov:-  o  ' ';  -r  CGri'^..;:^cadencc  . 
i'olavin::    co    ■.-Ice  wionic   survoil" 


v-;na    oy   our 
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iiOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRICR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


r 


Li: 


In  a  preliminary  review  of  the  various  summaries  furnished 
to  the  White  House,  nothing  was  found  which  would  indicate  that 
a  violation  of  Federal  law  was  determined  from  the  electronic 
surveillance  coverage,  nor  was  there  any  specific  instance  of 
information  being  leaked  in  a  surreptitious  manner  to  unauthorized. 


7  - 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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In   a   prGlir.inr.ry   rcvic";   of    the   v;M-ic-J3   r;ur.-_"arics    lurnichcd 
to   the   "iVhite    Y.ov.nc ,    r.othir.:-,   v.r.s    found  v.-'iicn  v.-ould    ir.dicr.te    thar 
a   violation   of   Fodcrr.l    i::';;  v.t.s   deternined  fro:n   the   el -^ctron-i.  ~ 
Burvoillance    cov't- -'''.-.    r.'^- "    '.""     ■  .  •'i_.-    i::  •■,    -.  .-■   ■ 

"•  1"'  r  w'  ";.''•*      .   ''  ^  ■     '      —  .*       ..-■'.'.     ^  '.     '        \       \'   ■"-" '    ■  ^  ■-  .-  ..       '-     -  i-. '"•  -.  C-  *.*      vG     11 1;  t-  U  C  -lOX"  i  — 
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8.      In  the  cases  of  the  four  newsmen  who  were  tapped,  three  were 
ordered  by  Colonel  Haig.   Kissinger  has  testified  that  the  name  of  one 
of  these  three  was  presented  by  FBI  Director  Hoover  to  the  President  as 
a  man  who  had  connections  with  an  allied  foreign  intelligence  service 
and  the  decision  to  place  a  tap  resulted  from  that  presentation.   The 
fourth  newsman  was  a  national  television  commentator.   He  was  wire- 
tapped at  the  direction  of  Attorney  General  Mitchell.   The  Attorney 
General  stated  that  the  President  requested  that  the  commentator  be 
placed  under  immediate  electronic  surveillaitce  following  the  review  by 
the  President  of  an  FBI  report  about  the  individual.  Mitchell  also 
requested  physical  surveillance  of  the  commentator,  but  withdrew  this 
request  after  being  advised  by  the  FBI  of  the  difficulties  involved. 

Page 
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8.1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   MAY  29.    1969,   JUNE  4,    1969,   MAY  4,    1970 

UNITED   STATES   D  t  PA  ii'lM  EaT  01'  ^USTK;i; 
FF.DEKAL  BUREAU  OF   INVESTIGATION 

WASHINGTON.  DC.    20S3S 

May  29,  1969 

MEMORWroUI.l  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

RE:   COLONEL  ALEXANDER  M.  HAIG 

TECHNICAL  SURVEILLANCE  REQUEST 

My  memoranda  of  May  12,  1969,  and  Hay  20,  1969, 
reported  that  Colonel  Alexander  M.  Haig,  who  is  assigned  to 
Dr.  Henry  A.  Kissinger's  staff,  advised  this  Bureau  that  a 
request  for  telephone  surveillances  was  being  made  on  the 
highest  authority  which  involved  a  matter  of  most  grave  and 
serious  consequence  to  our  national  security.   He  stressed  that 
because  of  its  sensitive  nature,  it  should  be  handled  on  a  need- 
to-know  basis,  with  no  record  maintained.   In  response  to  his 
request,  you  authorized  the  requested  telephone  surveillances. 

On  Hay  28,  1969,  Colonel  Haig  presented  an  additional 

request  in  connection  with  the  same  sensitive  matter.   He 
requested  that  a  telephone  surveillance  be  placed  on   'T'. 

'P    resides  at      . ; — 

,  and  is  with ^ 

Recently  he  has  been  telephonically  in  contact  with   /V 

on  whom  you  authorized  a  telephone  surveillance  in 

captioned  case.     '>    is  _ .  _   __ of 

and  was  stationed  in L.  He  is 

extremely  active  in  Washington  and  has  developed  very  sensitive 
high  level  contacts. 


If  you  approve,  a  telephone  surveillance  will  be 
placed  by  this  Bureau  on    -P. 


Respectfully, 


Voiin 


Edgar    Hoover 
/)  ~     Director 


APPROVED_ 

/ 
DATE  ^ 


n       /)  D 


T 


TOP   SECRET 


GROUP    i 
Excluded    from    autciiatic 
downcrr.idinfj    and 


]]OfE~-      AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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.1     J.   EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   MAY  29,    1969,   JUNE  4,   MAY  4,    1970 
UKITEIi   STATiiiS   DEPAKTM  KNT  01'  JUSTICE 


FEDERAL   BUIiEAU   OF   INVESTIGATION 

WASniN'CTON.  D  C.    20i3S 


June   4,    19S9 

MEMCxRiVUDUT,!   FOR  THE   ATTORNEY   GENERAL 

RE:   COLONEL  ALEXANDER  H.  HAIG 

TECia'ICAL  SURVEILL/aiCE  REQUEST 


My  iiieiAorandum  of  May  2S,  1969,  as  did  two  previous 
meriioranda,  roported  that  Colonel  A.lexander  M.  Haig,  v?ho  is 
'aS3ignad  to  Dr.  Jlerxry  A.  Kissinger's  staff,  advised  this 
Bur.cau  that  a  request  for  telephone  surveillances  was  being 
riade  on  the  highest  authority  which  involved  a  natter  of 
jnost  ^rave  and  serious  consequence  to  our  national  security. 
He  stressed  that  because  of  its  sensitive  nature,  it  should 
be  handled  on  a  need-to-know  basis,  with  no  record  maintained. 
You  authorized  the  requested  telephone  surveillances. 

On  this  date  Dr.  Kissinger  has  requested  that  a 
telephone  surveillance  be  placed  on        (^  ,  v/ho 

is  also  known  as Ke  is  a  correspondent  with 

and  has  been  in  contact  ^yith  the 


, (individuals  on  whom  telephone  svirveillances  have  been 
placed.   He  resides  at ^_^__ 


V. 


,    and  hp.s  telephone  number. 


,  .      The 

files   of    this   Bureau   contain   no   pertinent    information   of 
an   internal   security    nature  concerning   him. 

Upon   your    approval,    a   telephone   surveillance   will 
be   placed   on  :3>  at    his   residence. 

Respectfully, 

John   EdgarJHoover 
Director 


APPRO 


KOVED     -  1/^.71:/ /^h^Lt 


tlli:> 


DATE 


TOP   SECRET 

n"OVP    ] 
Escluacc    Irz-x   ;\uto;,iaric 
downgrading   and 
declassification 


nOTE-     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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8.1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   MAY  29,    1969,    JUNE  4,   MAY  4,    1970 
L:MI  .•.).•    ;;■,,.-.,:  .  \ 

I'LUiiiwVL  i:ui;i.al;  ov  i:-. \  JvS'i  ic  v.  io.v 

WASUINCIO.V.  U.C.    20S3S 

May  4,  1970 

MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GEIfEPvAL 
RE:        ^ 

TECHNICAL  SURVEILLAIfCE  REQUEST 


On  tbe  evening  of  May  2,  1970, 
Brigadier  General  Alercaader  M,  Haig,  of  the 
National  Security  Council  Staff,  advised  that  a 
serious  security  leak  had  occurred  concerTaing 
United  States  involvement  in  Cambodia, 
He  requested  that  as  soon  as  possible  a  telephone 
suirveillance  be  instituted,  if  feasible,  on  the 
residence  and  office  of     ^l« 

A  survey  is  baing  conducted  to  determine 
if  it  is  feasible  to  install  a  teiephono  surveillance 
on  him.   If  it  is  detennined  to  ba  feasible  and  you 
approve,  this  installation  will  be  placed  by  this 
Bureau , 

Respectfully, 

V  John  Edgar  Hoover 
^^   Director 


/J       //     A , 


*    t   I 


1 

TOP   SECRET 

Group   1 

Excluded   from  automatic 
downgi-ading  and 
declassiiication 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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8.2     CD.    DeLOACH  MEMORANDUM,   SEPTEMBER  10,    1969 

\.:\\  1  i.i;  ;■■; .:i  ;..^  ;.;  a  i.;;n..;o\  i 
7    ^  .  DO    NOT    FiLS 

Memorandum 

ROUTE  L\'  ENVELOPE 
MR.  TOLSON  DAu.  September  10,   1969 


y 


KKOM     :    C.  D.  DE  LOACH  ^  "  hI-Z^^z:...  | 


r. 


SUBJECT:  /i^  "" 

REQUEST  FOR  ELECTRONIC  SURVEILLANCE 
BY  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  AND  PRESIDENT 


The  Attorney  General  (AG)  called  at  4:35  p.  va.  this  afternoon 
and  indicated  that  the  President  had  reviewed  the  file  on  captioned 
individual  which  the  Director  had  sent  over  to  the  AG  yesterday  afternoon, 
September  9,  1969.    The  AG  stated  that  after  reviewing  the  file,   the 
President  told  him  he  wanted  an  immediate  electronic  surveillance  (wire- 
tap) put  on  this  man.     The  AG  stated  this  of  course  should  be  "accompanied 
by  the  other  business.  " 

I  asked  the  AG  what  he  meant.    Ke  stated  that  we  should  use 
whatever  we  might  need  in  order  to  obtain  information  inasmuch  as  the 
President  thought  that   /4r    might  be  receiving  information.    I  told  the 
AG  I  of  course  was  aware  of  the  ramifications  of  a  wiretap, '  but  "by  the 
other  business"  did  he  mean  physical  surveillance.    It  was  pointed  out 
that  such  a  surveillance  tied  up  six  men  on  a  24-hour  basis.    The  AG 
thought  for  a  moment  and  then  stated  he  thought  the  electronic  surveillance 
would  be  sufficient  at  this  time.    He  stated  that  copies  of  memoranda 
regarding  this  surveillance  should  be  sent  only  to  Mr.   Ehrlichman  at  the 
White  House  and  to  himself. 


11 


attention. 
ACTION: 


This  matter  was  immediately  brought  to  your  and  the  Director's 


There  is  attached  a  suggested  memorandum  to  the  AG,  for  the 
Director's  signature,  soliciting  the  AG's  signature  for  approval  of  this 
wiretap.    All  memoranda  pertaining  to  this  matter  should,  as  usual,  be 
forwarded  to for  retention. 


Enclosure 


/    - 


iNOT  RilCOr^DHD 


CDD:hcs 

(2)  [,,J  ^f^'      J"'^  8      '373 

\  ■j.^C^'^"  DO    NOT    FILE  K 

JUN  111373;-"^ 

NOTE:     AT  TEE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY .      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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8.2     J.   EDGAR  HOOVEE  MEMORANDUM,   SEPTEMBER  10,    1369 

i.Mi!;i)  ^lAi;,.-;  dm-',,  .ikm-  ur  ji  s';  ic:-: 

lEUIiliAL   IlllllAi;    01     :N\  i:.S  I  ICAlluN 
»asiii.\(;to>.  ;, -.   iDii; 

September  10,  1969 


MEiaOR,\HDU.M  FOR  THZ  ATTOHNSY  GENERAL 

BE:   M 

Pursuant  to  your  recuest,  a  telephone 
surveillancs  will  ba  placed  en  captioned  individxjal 
upon  receipt  of  your  written  approval. 

M     is  a  corresponc3tit  in  Washington,  D.  C..,. 

'or: .   Ke  has 

previously  worked  £bic?-d  xcr in  several  countries, 

including  the  Soviet  Union. 


During  interview  in  October,  1S57,  by  Arents 
of  this  Bureau,  he  readily  vc'-^-r.tcered  inforT.ation 
concerning  his  contacts  svith  Hoviet-bloc  personnel, 
but  indicated  he  v/as  not  r.v.-are  t;;at  any  ol  them  night 
have  had  intelligence  signif  icr.nce ,  but  if  such  sl:ould 
occur  he  would  promptly  contact  the  FBI. 

Available  informatic-  indicates  that  /^ 

resides  at 

This   Bureau  will   place  a   tele;  lions   surveillance  at  his 
residence   upcn   receipt   of   yovr  v/rittcn  approval.      In 
viev;  of   the   sensitive   nature   of   this   investiptatior, 
no    record   is   being   n:ade   concr:r:ii.u;^   the   coverage   and  it 
is   y'equestod   that    tiiis   incmora^-.dui-i  be   returned  upon 
approval . 

F.osiriotfuMy, 

•  y  ,  "■-■■.;    •>  ..  -.•,-■  •.-  ,-...,  w' 

Oo'-  V    '.  ;!;,  :;-M'o.ivf>r 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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The  Chairman.  Did  the  tap  already  placed  continue  beyond  his 
employment  in  the  NSC? 

Mr.  RucKELSHAUS.  It  was  not  continued  or  there  was  not  a  tap  on 
[deleted]  while  he  was  a  member  of  the  corainiltee  staif. 

Senator  Sparkman.  This  committee? 

Mr.  RxTCKELSHAUs.  This  committee  staff. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  discontinued  then  when  he  left  the  NSC? 

Mr.  Richardson.  Mr.  Chairman.  May  I  make  an  off-the-record 
statement? 

The  Chairman.  Well,  yes. 

[Discussion  off  the  record.] 

gttarding  against  leaks 

Senator  Sparkman.  Mr.  Chairman,  you  say  you  are  walking  a  very 
narrow  line.  1  think  all  of  us  ought  to  because  we  don't  like  to  see  these 
leaks  that  really  concern  important  matters  in  the  SALT  talks,  which 
were  important,  and  other  things  that  at  that  time  were  important. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  have  been  asked  lots  of  times  if  1  felt  ray 
telephone  was  bugged  and  I  said  I  had  no  idea  and  I  did  not  care.  They 
can  bug  mine  any  time  they  want  to,  but  I  do  think  we  ought  to  be 
very  careful.  I  am  just  saying  this;  it  may  not  even  be  pertinent  to  the 
hearings  this  morning.  But  I  hope  we  will  get  out  of  this  situation  and 
at  the  same  time  I  know  we  have  this  job  of  guarding  against  leaks  that 
might  prove  harmful  to  our  country.  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Aiken. 

LEAKING  NEWS  TO  ACHIEVE  STATUS  IN  DISTRICT 

Senator  Aiken.  I  used  most  of  my  time,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  simply 
would  like  to  say  I  have  noticed  during  the  years  I  have  been  here 
that  leaking  classified  or  important  news  to  certain  newspapers 
appears  to  be  one  way  of  achieving  status  in  the  District.  That  is  ail  I 
have. 

DID   DR.  KISSINGER  INITIATE  ANY  REQUEST  FOR  TAPS? 

I     The  Chairman.  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  and  Mr.  Richardson,  to  the  best 
'of  your  knowledge  did  Dr.  Kissinger  initiate,  I  repeat,  initiate,  any 
request  for  taps? 

Mr.  Richardson.  The  only  answer  I  can  give  you  to  that  insofar  as 
we  can  construct  the  picture  as  a  whole,  no.  It  is  true,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  he  or  Colonel  Haig  on  his  behalf  are  identified  in  three 
instances  in  the  formal  requests  for  authorization  submitted  to 
Attorney  General  Mitchell  as  having  requested  taps. 

The  total  picture,  however,  as  reconstructed  is  one  in  wliich  a 
decision  was  made  as  a  result  of  a  deliberative  process  involving  the 
President  and  Kissinger  and  the  director  of  the  FBI  that  individuals 
on  the  NSC  staff  who  had,  or  others  who  had  access  to  this  informa- 
tion should  be  the  subject  of  taps,  so  that  the  decision  that  this  would 
be  done  was  not  a  Kissinger  decision,  even  though  for  purposes  of  the 
form  submitted  to  the  Attorney  General  he  is  in  some  cases  identified 
as  the  originator. 


(245) 

35-96G   O  -  74  -  pt,    1-17 


ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  10,    1973,    SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION,    277-78 

278 

The  Chairman.  To  the  best  of  your  knowledge  he  did  not  originate 
any  of  these  requests? 

Mr.  Richardson.  AJthouo;h  he  is  identified  in  the  FBI  records  as 
having  requested  taps  directly  or  through  Haig,  my  discussions  with 
Dr.  Ivissinger  have  convinced  me  that  he  was  not  the  originator,  in 
the.  fundamental  sense  of  the  word,  of  any  of  these  taps. 

Mr.  RucKELSHAUS.  Senator,  in  the  President's  statement  of  May  22 
of  this  year  in  which  he  discussed  this  series  of  taps,  he  specifically 
states  that  he  authorized  the  program  among  which  were  included 
wiretaps  on  certain  individuals  to  try  to  stem  these'  leaks  and  I  think 
it  was  this  authorization  under  wluch  Dr.  Kissinger  was  operating 
in  supplying  names  either  himself  or  through  Colonel  Haig  to  the 
FBI  that  resulted  in  taps. 

Mr.  Richardson.  That  is  all,  Mr  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Case. 

Senator  Case.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

NECESSITT   OF   COUMITTEB    REPRESENTATIVE    SEEING    fBl  REPORT  .; 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like,  if  I  could,  to  find  some  way  in  which 
we  can  reconcile  this  matter,  but  I  can't  find  any  way  in  my  mind 
in  which  we  can  do  it  without  a  representative  of  thb  committee  who 
is  responsibly  chosen,  whomever  the  Chairman  wants,  perhaps  one 
on  each  side,  seeing  the  FBI  report.  This  I  think  would  be  true  in 
any  event,  and  I  think  it  be  particularly  true  that  we  would  be  regarded 
and  I  would  regard  myself  as  negligent  if  we  did  not  insist  on  the  best 
evidence,  and  this  is  not  impugn  either  the  Attorney  General  or 
Mr.  Ruckelshaus  in  any  way. 

They  are  giving  us,  I  am  sure,  and  they  have  given  me  privately, 
the  best  information  about  this,  but  I  think  we  ought  to  see  it  or 
have  it  seen  by  a  representative  of  this  committee  as  the  best  evidence 
because  we  will  be  regarded  as  not  doing  our  job  if  we  don't  and  the 
public  won't  be  satisfied  unless  we  do  this.  Against  the  backgroimd 
of  the  misrepresentations  that  have  been  made  to  us  in  oral  testimony 
by  the  highest  officials  of  our  Government,  I  think  we  would  be  just 
wrong  with  anything  less,  and  while  this  is  not  exactly  the  same  as 
seeing  the  files  of  a  man  under  consideration  for  appointment  himself 
or  the  files  regarding  him,  it  is,  I  should  think,  although  somewhat 
less  of  an  extreme  concession  to  congressional  prerogatives  for  us  ta 
see  this,  how  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  works.  The 
purpose,  as  we  all  know,  is  to  find  out  not  only  what  has  been  done 
but  what  is  likely  to  happen  in  the  future,  chiefly  for  two  reasons- 
One,  to  give  the  American  public  as  good  an  idea  as  they  can  get  of 
the  extent  to  which  officialdom  has  the  right  to  pry;  and,  two,  and 
more  particularly  this  new  department  or  department  new  to  thi^ 
man,  wonders  what  it  must  expect  in  all  of  its  branches  as  far  ad 
supervision  goes. 

EFFECT  AND  USB  OP  WIRETAPS 

Now,  certainly  it  is  not  necessary  to  make  an  argument  on  behalj 
of  wiretaps.  All  I  can  say  is  on  that  score,  whether  a  person  minds  i\ 
or  not,  the  device  is  one  which  potentially  gives  one  man  authoriti 
over  another,  control  over  another,  and  renders  that  second  persoi^ 
a  person  tapped,  in  case  of  any  kind  of  thing  that  may  be  harmful  ti 
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8.4     SUMMARY  OF  HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  17,    1973, 
SFRC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    32-32 


Classified  testimony  of  Dr.  Henry  Kissinger  before  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  has  been  withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  that  committee.   In  that  testimony,  Dr.  Kissinger  discussed 
the  installation  of  a  wiretap  on  Mr.  P  and  testified  generally  that  he  knew 
P  well,  and  that  P  did  not  fit  any  of  the  categories  Kissinger  knew  of  for 
wiretaps.  Mr.  P.  had  many  high  level  contacts  in  Washington,  and  other 
sensitive  contacts.   Dr.  Kissinger  further  testified  that  P's  news  stories 
rarely  included  leaked  material  but  Dr.  Kissinger  believed  that  the  tap  of 
P  was  on  a  national  security  basis. 
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8.  5     UNDATED  COURTLAND  JONES  NOTE 


w  Original    icipounded   ty 


NATIONAL   SliCUHITY   COUNCIL 


court    order.    See   :::sno 
in   63-16062-13  .i:-^ 


"p  ,    V/ashington   Correspondent    for 

the     ~" and  /V  lunched 

at   the  Occidental   Restaurant   on  Au.^ust    6,    1969.  "P 

arrived   at   about    1  p.m.,    and  a/  joined  him  at   a   table 

in  the  West   Room  at   1:10  p.m.      They  engaged  in   a   continuing 
conversation  whil-e   they    lunched   and   departed   the   restaurant 
at    2:45   p.m.      They  walked   to   the   vicinity   of    the   Executive 
Office  Building,    during  which   time   they   continued  in  conver~ 
sation.      They   parted   in  the,  vicinity  of   the  Executive  Office 
Building  at   about   3  p.m. 

Enclosed  are   photographs  of  ^  and        T 

taken  as  they  departed  the  V/est  Room  of  the  Occidental 
Restaurant,  leaving  the  entrance  to  the  restaurant  and 
walking   thereafter   toward   the  White  House. 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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9.  According  to  the  FBI,  the  FBI  reports  on  the  wiretaps  of  the 
four  newsmen  showed  that  none  of  them  had  obtained  information  in  a 
surreptitious  or  unauthorized  manner. 
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9.1      T.    J.    SMTTB  MEMORANDUM,    MAY  13.    197X.    1.    7 


lO 


.i  I'J.  t  1  J  LU  I  Ll  J  L  Li  Ov / .•  u  y-.  c .•-. . 

Vx .    Z.    S.    .'.:illGr  DATC.      5/13/73  !; '  ;^''' ' 

1-;:^.    Enrctlcv  -':'■■''. 


l-.Mi- .  Folt  •••.  i   -- 

FROM     :    ^^-    T.    J.    onitn     [^  ^  -r       "-  1-^^-  i;-S.\'ili--'.^ 

^  ^^  --  l-.'.lr.  \,altcrs  tV>'.--. 

O  <  l-;.Lr.  War.nall  ■••• -=--■■ 

suiijtcT:   3e:,-sitive  co'.^r.AGS  placi:d  AT  Triz        •?,;•'>  i-yjr.  T.  j.sr.itrii::; 
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REQUEST  OF  THE  WHITE  HOUSE 


0\ 


SV.  W--:-- 
V.-.  C-r  — r 


Pursuant  to  instr'JC':io:i3  of  the  Acting  Director,  t    i^. •■i--: _ 
met  hi:3  at  11:00  AM  on  a/12/73  in  the  offics  of  Mr,  Leonard  v]-i.  ;.:;^J 
Garcent  at  room  12S  of  the  Executive  Office  Buildias.   V,'o 
net  Mr.  Fred  Buzhai-dt  who  took  us  to  a  rcon  with  a  va\;lt  and 
turned  over  to  us  two  sealed  boxes  which  we  determi  nee  to  be 
official  records  of  the  FBI  which  had  been  in  the  protective 
custody  of  iorr-.er  Assistant  to  the  Director  Vi'illian>.  C.  Suliivaa 
prior  to  his  retirenent  in  October,  1971. 

Mr.  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  exar'.ined 
and  that  a  receipt  describing  tiierr.  should- be  prepared  and  signed 
by'ne  before  they  were  reir^oved  from  the  vault.   I  thep.  proceeded 
to  examine  the  records  and  ir.al;e  an  iPiVontory  in  the  fern  of  a 
rf>roi  nt.  .    Pnnh  hn"  '--''^    i  nvr>ntn"ri  prl  Rp;ir>Tn  rr-l  v  nnri  a  nonv  r>f  t.h;? 

receipt  prepared  by  vie   is  attached  for  inf omatioij. 

I  finished  the  inveiitory  at  about  2:30  PM  and  '.'j- .  Garment 
then  loolced  o'.-er  th.c  inventory  receipt  and  I  signed  ovit  of  the; 
■vault  with  th:  tr.-n  boxes  of  records  at  2: 'if)  p;;.   A  Secret  Service 
xlgciit  \v!:0  liad  renair.ec  in  the  vault  area  while  the  recorclz  --ere 
being  invcntcricd  drove  ~.c    to  the  Federal  Tria:;gle  Duildir.g  •.vhc-i-e 
the  Int-'->i  1  i.:^e:ice  Divisjori  is  located.   Tiie  records  are  presently 
being  r.aintained  under  secure  conditior.s  in  your  office. 

The  tv-o  bo:-:es  contain  tlie  crir^i^'al  logc  of  intercepts  of" 
the  various  clectror.ic  surveillances  O;;orated;  th.e  or igiiial .  sirrae; 
letters  to  tlie  AttorTiey  General,  each  signed  by  hir-.,  reeues'ing 
authorization  to  install  the  elec  ri-onic  surveillances;  Orijiaal 
letters  to  President  }:i:-:on.  Dr.  Kissinger,  Mi'.  Halder-.an.  and  Vs. 
Ehrlic'nnan  "cpei-ting  on  tive  results  of  the  electronic  si-rvcil  lanc-:i 
the  FEI  yelio'v  file  copies  on  the  al;ov^_— :-;:iticard  letters:  ccp^cj; 
of  Ictlci'S  -o  the  A'ctorpcy  Gc.'.eral  acivisii-g  of  disccnTii  :-u-.ncrs  cf 


the    e2cct;-oaic    3'-:rveil  iaacc:5 ;    ccv.->r    : 

■.o:.o:"a:'i~la    rel 

to    the   Attorney    General.    The    Prer^id-; 

:-.,    Dr.     y.iti^\ 

<aiKi    Vx  .    ;".ar  i  iea:-.an  :    ::■  :;co  J  l'.:'C-oi'.^    o '. 

'    ■--    co,:v^.-r\: 

cables    to    and    irc-                   relaiin-    \.o 

■,•  J.^O  L.:r>::ic    .3 

rov^rr-'D    arrani.'o^i    bv    our 

_  tho-O ,    and 

'>  ^■-■r- 


iro 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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9.1     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  13,    1972,    1,7 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


In  a  preliminary  review  of  the  various  sinnmaries  furnished 
to  the  White  House,  nothing  was  found  which  would  indicate  that 
a  violation  of  Federal  law  was  determined  from  the  electronic 
surveillance  coverage,  nor  was  there  any  specific  instance  of 
information  being  leaked  in  a  surreptitious  manner  to  unauthorized. 


-  7 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Connnittee  staff 
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9. 1     T.    J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  15,    1973,    2, 7 


In   a    prclininr.ry  roviov/  of    the   vp.riciis    r;i!rr -Dries    fumich; 

to    the   "iVhito    ilouse,    rotliiiif-,   vt.o    loiind  v.-liioh   ^/oiild    ir.dicr.to    tha' 
a    violation   of    rcJcrr.l    lav;   v/p.s    dexcri-.incd   from   tliG    e  1 '-^ n •!- r—^ -• -*.  ~ 
Burvcilln.nce    c  o  v^^ -^  "■■'.■- .    •^-^"   ••    -  "  •-:.,.•    :_■    .  ■.     ■.  .■■     ■  . 


L_ 


„    7    _ 
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9.  2     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  MPORTING  ON  SURVEILLANCE  OF  NEWSMEN 

MR.    D. 

Reports  were  sent  to  the  President  on  August  1,  1969  and 
August  13,  1969,  and  to  H,R.  Haldeman  on  June  19,  1970,  with  respect 
to  electronic  surveillance  of  the  residence  of  Mr.  D.,  a  newsman. 
The  summaries  reported  on  discussions  between  Mr.  D.  and  persons  employed 
by  the  present  and  past  administrations  relating  to  policy  in  Vietnam 
and  other  foreign  policy  matters. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 

material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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9.2     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTIHG  ON  SURVEILLANCE  OF  NEWSMEN 

MK.  M. 

Reports  were  sent  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell  on  October  9,  1969 
and  to  the  President  on  October  10,  1969  with  respect  to  electronic 
surveillance  of  the  residence  of  Mr.  M. ,  a  newsman.   The  summaries 
reported  only  personal  family  matters,  news  coverage  of  future  events, 
and  a  discussion  of  criticism  of  the  President  by  the  media. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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9. 2     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  SURVEILLANCE  OF  NEWSMEN 

MR.  P. 

With  respect  to  the  electronic  surveillance  of  Mr.  P. ,  a  newsman* 
reports  were  sent  to  the  President  on  May  28,  1969,  July  10,  15,  25,  1969, 
August  1,  13,  1969,  October  24,  1969,  November  6,  14,  17,  27,  1970,  and 
May  11,  1970;   to  Henry  Kissinger  on  May  29,  1969,  December  3,  1969, 
January  15,  21,  1970;  and  to  H.R.  Haldeman  on  May  14,  21,  1970, 
June  23,  25,  29,  1970,  July  7,  10,  19  70,  October  29,  1970, 
December  15,  18,  22,  1970,  and  January  7,  19,  22,  27,  29,  1971. 

The  summaries  reported  conversations  between  Mr.  P.  and  other 
journalists.  State  Department  officials  of  both  present  and  past 
administrations,  past  and  present  cabinet  officers  and  others,  about 
foreign  policy  in  Vietnam,  Europe  and  the  Middle  East  and  a  wide  variety 
of  domestic  political  matters.   Summaries  reported  on  the  personal  life 
of  Mr.  P.  and  others,  and  on  the  activities,  both  personal  and  political, 
of  persons  in  Congress. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material .   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the  privacy 
of  the  individuals  involved. 
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9.  2     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  SURVEILLANCE  OF  NEWSMEN 

MR.  Q. 

A  report  was  sent  to  Henry  Kissinger  on  May  13,  1969,  and 
reports  were  sent  to  H.R.  Haldeman  on  May  18,  1970,  September  4,  1970, 
October  23,  1970,  November  13,  1970,  and  January  5,  7,  and  19,  1971,  with 
respect  to  the  electronic  surveillance  of  Mr.  Q.  a  newsman.   The  summaries 
related  to  stories  Mr.  Q.  was  writing  or  checking  about  foreign  policy, 
primarily  in  the  Middle  East  and  Vietnam,  none  of  which  related  to  leaked 
material. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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9.3.      FBI  DIRECTOB  MEMORANDUM,    OCTOBERS,    1969 
The  Attorney   Gfcueral  'C -.  ,■■.     ,V     "\  ,    .         '.  Cctobpr  0,    i::e- 


Director,    Tlii  '  ' 

iK/of.. -vn:;:;  cor,  c::;:::  I  Ha 


0  6'/!^  c- 


nei'ero:sc3   ia  r-id^    tc  r;y   lott^r  datort  Gor)t'>!-'.':ar  25, 

1S69,    ia  uhic'ii   you  \.-.'i'5   a/ivigod   thrit   t'jo  tol.?r,hone  r.urveil  iaiica 
had   been   ins  tailed  oil  the   residsiice  of  /^  oa   foat 

datn. 

You  ni.'jjht  bs   intGrcsced   in  hroT7in;r  that   the 
couvcri~u.tior:s  wliicii  aave   baoa  r.sijitcr?d  to   dato   havo  related 
prinariiy   to  jz^ttcrs   ox   a  percori;a_  faidly   nr.t^jre  or  natters 
arit;iii3  out  oi'   -rMi^     .  o;;;j1o  .-nor.t  :.z  '.'r.rri'iiTstcn  rcpresettntive 

of   the; _ Several   couvoisatious 

have  been  noted  relr.tins   to  di:;.icr  co:-ir:iitr;3iits  with   fanily 
jfriGuds,    arr.iu:;c.'-.3ncs   to   accc— ;r.ny  inlividuais   to   social 
functiocD,    oi;c.      Z'r.  A^     -   er.-,r.:jyd   in  ooao  ccaversations  v/itli 

otl.nr  rcpr-^-oiiia-jivos  o.t r.uch  aa  a  convorsation  v.'ith 

'i:l:rr  .-.•ti-.c)    o".  ^.o^?  ccr-'por  r.O.    iSOi),    cor.ccr.;i:;~ cn-vcracr? 

Oi    t.'voi-c;i"ry  oj:    Stato   uo'j,:^--'^'    :.::-c-tir!-:3  v/iti:  Ir^rine   I.auister 
Golda  ','cii    ai:d   Covict  I'oroi^;!;  i-Iiaiitcr  Ar.crci  Grcciyiio. 

In  viov.-  of   the   r.?.turo  of   t'.io   couvora.itior.o  v.Iiich 
have  bean  ijonittirci!,    I   v.culd  r.p^rociate  bsii-.r,-  .idvissd   if   you 
c'osiie   this   tclcphor.o   Eurvci.ll:incc-   to  bo  ocutinucd. 

JAS:nls    (3) 

,r.-      .^-^.  1  —-->—  -^  v; —it^crir.ed  disclosure  ci^ht  advornoly 

affect  zr.tio.-.al  cGCiii-iu/.) .  _  „, 

\   /  f"  NOV  ricco.\ci:o 

rviv-;  /'■  ^  ^~"'^/,,^>     I      JU?i  6  1573 


Ccll;h-.n  . 
Cc-..-5i!  _ 


Tc>.  :->.;.  _.\.   •'  Cii  ■i':.-,'.'.-^.l  •  ;  .'.nd 


f^OTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  >, 

AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  ^ 

BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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10.    Wiretaps  were  ordered  on  three  I-Zhite  House  staff  members 
working  in  areas  unrelated  to  national  security  and  with  no  access 
to  National  Security  Council  materials.   One  wiretap  was  requested 
orally  of  Assistant  FBI  Director  DeLoach  by  Attorney  General  Mitchell 
who  represented  the  order  as  coming  from  the  President.   This  tap 
was  specifically  denominated  as  off  the  record.   This  White  House 
staff  member  worked  for  John  Ehrlichman,  who  received  the  wiretap 
reports  on  him.   A  wiretap  on  a  second  White  House  staff  member  was 
requested  orally  by  Colonel  Haig.   The  third  White  House  staff 
member  was  wiretapped  at  the  request  of  H.  R.  Haldeman. 
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10. 1     ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  10,    1972,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION,    48 


i:;iaSvor  •fi:'.Ce^.     ^otsps   'chzvo  any  iteju;  or'  facvcra  noi: 
■'  i;i-     ESSC'iiatcd  ■3i(;Li  th3  .JSnBj/civa  cl;-.plosac,Y  that  uez"e  assaeia'Sad 
•>;ith  th3  leaks  v;hai  •«:?T'a  praai^nted  that  sriteped  into  tha 

'^  i^  I'^i?,   Bicl:L2M50ii.     Ko,    esr't^Jinly  not  rs  to  thst  list.     It 

"  •--:  ?.£/  poasj.ble  yith  rf^c-oeot  to  tt.o  or  three  raiaies  en  the  list 

'^  ij  as  to  i^hich  theses  :la  no  obvious  relationship  to  nsticaai 

'^  ;■  Secu/'ity  Council  sts.fr  op  tlis  alotributioR  or  national  sscurit^r 

^  i  council  pspara.     In  any  :iV5nt  theci  arc  Individuals,  and  I 

5t'  ;?  think  this  is  ciea:;;"  from  ail  tho  iisforcstlcn  available  to 

Js  ';.  V.S.  £Li  to  X'^hos  ;0i*.  ii.'issin.'iOr  i-jas  entirely  uaatsare  thRt  thers  tia.B 

12-  i;  ajvy-  tap  at  all, 
.'iZ-  p  Sanatox*  blnQ.'SQ.     Ig  they.'S  anyone;  on  the  list  of  17, 

t' 

i'-i  i':     otviousis-  otiiQ'i'  than  the-  neKCipapDrrasn,   four  nesasmen,   vsho  did 
15  I";     not  have  i^ovm  access  to  tiie  lenken  material? 

li'  {•       .  Ife*  Richai'dsoi-j.     Co;?,M  jov.  revjeat  that? 

P 
%7  >l  Senator  HoGea.     Yea.     /i-nyone  on  ths  list  of  17  eixeept: 

|i 

fi-  h     for  the  four  nswsBen  obviously  tjho  did  not  have  scceiss  to  the 

3£  !-■     icnoift.-  lealced  sisteri!?,!? 

T'lr*,   Richardson.     Yeg,    thero  yers  in  two  or  three 

i-f    i^     instances  nnd  thess  are  the  sanie  i»idivldual3  to  tthoii:  I 

Sr-i  i;|  rssi'eK'red  in  reapovi^e  to  your  esi'lier  quaiitlcn. 


I 


a?  |(  Senator  I-icGg3.      ^muilc  3-oU:,   Ifc'.    C!-.alm.?.n, 

ij 
;■>■-:*  i;  'Thv^  Chals.'a^n,     Hid  Secretcirg.  Laird     riousat  the  tsp  en 
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10.2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  17,    1972,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
■         SESSION,    36-39,    44-45 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  ^° 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

J.  Edgar  Hoover  on  June  8th.   They  do  not  include  the  name  of 

and  they  include  a  specific  request  by  me  to  turn  off 

all  taps  as  quickly  as  possible  and  preferably  within  two 

weeks  so  my  own  records  tend  to  show  that  I  did  not  go  to  this 

meeting  in  order  to  extend  the  program  but  rather  to  reduce 

it.   Now,  what  exactly  went  on  during  that  conversation  I  do 

not  today  remember,  and  how  this  request  is  construed,  that 

again,  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Case.   Your  summary  shows  the  tap  was  in  effect 
from  June  4th  to  August  31,  1969. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  know  nothing  about  its  termination. 

Senator  Case.-  The  next  one  was  on  July  22nd  and  that  was 
£. 

The  Chairman.   Who  is  £ '^ 

Senator  Case.       S 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  know  nothing  about  him. 

Senator  Case.   July  22nd,  it  said  requested  by  the 
Attorney  General.   This  is  interesting,  and  that  on  behalf  of 
the  President. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   All  I  think  one  would  have  to  investigate, 
I  can  only  surmise  that  his  name  may  have  shown  up  in  other 
wiretaps  and  during  the  course  of  the  investigation.   I  did 
not  even  know   /T.         In  fact,  to  this  day  I  do  not  know 
£■. 

Senator  Case.   So  far  as  the  summary  goes,  it  is  quite 


r 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


NOTE:     THE  DELETED  PORTIONS  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  WERE  DELETED  BY  THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  PRIOR  TO  PUBLIC  RELEASE  OF  THE  DOCUMENT. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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10.2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  17,    197c,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
'.         SESSION,    26-39,    44-45 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  37 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

clear  that  your  office  was  not  involved  in  this. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  do  not  know  that. 

Senator  Case.   There  is  a  special  note  that  the  informa- 
tion collected  — 

The  Chairman.   Could  you  identify  him  for  the  record,  who 
was   £■  ,  what  did  he  do?  Who  can? 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marcy.   He  was   [a  White  House  aide  on  the  Domestic  Council  Staff], 

Mr.  Kissinger.   1  have  never  met    £'■ 

Senator  Case.   You  were  not  included  in  the  inclusion  of 
this  thing? 

Senator  Symington.   Just  to  be  sure,  who  instructed  that 
a  tap  be  put  on  the    [White  House  aide  on  the  Domestic  Council  Staff]? 

Senator  Case.   The  Attorney  General. 

Senator  Scott.   I  was  just  saying  it  would  be  better  to 
put  a  tap  on  the  counsel. 

Senator  Case.   On  September  10th  of  that  year    A1 
was  added,  and  this  is  stated  to  be  based  upon  also  on 
the  oral  request  of  Mr.  Mitchell  and  it  is  noted  also,  at 
least  it  is  mentioned,  this  is  somewhat  unusual  the  request 
included  a  request  for  physical  surveillance  as  well  as  electronic 
surveillance. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  was  not  aware  of  that  at  the  time.   I 
have  since  read  the  report  and  you  are  familiar  with  what 
the  report  says  , 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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10.2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,      SEPTEMBER  17,    1973,    SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION,    36-29,  44-45 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  38 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

I  had  no  independent 


knowledge  of  that. 

Senator  Case.   This  does  not  indicate  that  your  office 
was  involved  in  the  request.   It  says  on  the  oral  request  of 
Mitchell  on  behalf  of  the  President.   It  does  not  say  who  made 
it. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  understand. 


Senator  Case.   And  you  do  not  recall  either  the  initiation 
or  the  termination  of  this?   It  ran  from  September  10,  1969  to 
December  A,  1969. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  never  received  any  of  those  reports. 
I     Senator  Case.   On  December  first  there  was  one   ^• 

The  Chairman.   Who? 

Senator  Case.    T. 

The  Chairman.   Who  is  he? 

Senator  Case.       ^-  Who  he  is  is  not  known 

to  me.   Do  we  have  any  knowledge? 

The  Chairman.   Mr.  Marcy,  who  was  he? 

Mr.  Marcy.   I  have  forgotten. 

Mr.  Dockery.   I  believe  he  is  listed  as  a  former  member  of 
the  White  House  Domestic  Council. 

Senator  Case.   The  information  in  the  summary  only 
states  the  tap  was  instituted  from  Mr.  Haldeman,  from  December 
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10.2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEmER  17,    1373,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION,    36-29,    44-46 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  39 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

14,  1970  to  January  27,  1971. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   I  never  even  knew   J"    existed. 

Senator  Case.   That  office  had  nothing  to  do  with  that? 

Mr.  Kissinger.   No,  but  one  would  have  to  go  through  the 
files  and  see  if  he  appeared  in  the  course  of  the  investigation 
and  I  have  been  told  that  he  did. 

Senator  Case.   December  14th,  when  it  was  instituted? 

Mr.  Kissinger.   In  any  event,  my  office  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it. 

Senator  Case.   And  your  connection  with  it  had  ceased  before 
December  14,  1970? 

Mr.  Kissinger.   My  receiving  reports? 

Senator  Case.   And  your  initiation  of  taps,  I  take  it. 
I    Mr.  Kissinger.   Yes. 

Senator  Case.   May  2,  1971  was   ^■ 

The  Chairman.   Who  was  he  at  the  time,  which    H  ? 

Mr.  Marcy.      H  ,  who  was  counsellor  to  the  Department 

of  Defense. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   He  was  the  focal  point  for  NSC  documents 
in  the  Department  of  State. 

Senator  Case.   You  do  not  recall,  the  statement  here  is 
that  it  was  requested  by  General  Haig  in  behalf  of  the 
President.   That  the  tap  ran  from  May  2,  1970  to  February  10, 
1971. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   This  was  at  the  time  of,  during  the  Cambodian 
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10.2     BENRY  XTSSINGER  TESTIMONY.   SEPTEMBER  17.    1972.  SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION,    26-39,    44-45 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  aa 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

considered  for  leaks  to  newspapers  no  matter  how  severe.   I 
cannot,  secondly,  cannot  now  conceive  any  security  case  and  the 
only  loophole  I  want  to  leave  is  one  of  the  kind  that  Mr. 
Ruckelshaus  gave  you  when  you  have  clear  overwhelming  Informa- 
tion of  a  potential  major  security  risk.   In  that  case  it  would 
have  to  be  recommended  by  the  security  agencies,  and  I  would 
hope  to  be  able  to  justify  it  to  the  Chairman  at  an 
appropriate  point  but  the  idea  that  this  would  be  an  ongoing 
pr^ogram  is  inconceivable,  will  not  happen. 

Senator  Case.   Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  next  individual  I  have  here  in  the  summary  is 


pre 

r 


The  Chairman.   What  was  his  position? 

Mr.  Kissinger.   His  position  was,  as  1  recall,  was  speech 
writer.   Again,  you  know  as  much  as  I  do,  it  having  arisen 
from  the  report.   My  impression  is  that  he  appeared  on  one  of 
these  —  as  a  result  of  the  investigation,  he  appeared  on 
one  of  these  wiretaps  as  having  offered  to  a  newsman  some 
advance  information  on  something,  and  if  I  remember  the  tap  was 
authorized  on  the  day  on  which  I  was  even  in  Rumania,  so 
there  was  no  way  I  could  have  known  it. 

Senator  Case.   You  were  not  personally  requested  of  that 
tap? 

Mr.  Kissinger.   No. 

Senator  Case.   Or  do  you  recall  receiving  information  as 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(265) 


10.2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  17,    197Z,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION.    36-29.    44-45 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  ,c 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

a  result  of  the  taps  on   A  7 

Mr.  Kissinger.   No,  neither.   And  I  was  astonished  when  the 
New  York  Times  called  me  about  it. 
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10.3     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  WMORANDA,   AUGUST  4,    1969,   DECEMBER  14,    1970 
S'.  :■■,■.,,;..'..  /  JXI)i:!.-AI.   iiUUCAU  or   i.-.'vr.STIGA-j  ;oN 


V/  ; 


V.'ASHINOTON.  P-C.    U0;3S 


August  A,    1969 


MEM)RANDUM  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

RE:   COLONEL  ALEXANDER  M.  HAIG 

TECHI'IICAL  SUR\TILLANCE  REQUEST 


Previous  memoranda  have  requested  and  you  have  approved 
telephone  surveillances  recniested  by  Colonel  Alexander  M.  Haig, 
who  is  assigned  to  the  staff  of  Dr.  Hanry  A.  Kissinger  of  the 
Vhite  House. 

Colonel  Halg  has  no\.'  presented  an  cidditional  request 
advising  that  it  is  being  made  on  the  highest  authority  in 
connection  Trith  the  cs-.a  sensitive  nu-LLer.  Me  requestea  that  a 
telephone  surveillance  be  placed  on       ^  of  the 

White  House  staff. 


resides  at. 


and  has  unlisted  teleohone  number. 


Recently,   ^       was  in  contact  '^th     'p 

correspondent  for  the  __  _  on  who^n  you  previously 

authorized  a  telephone  surveillance  in  this  case.    /S*   agreed 
to  advise   ^    in  advance  of  the  contents  of  a  speech  to  be 
made  in  the  future  by  the  President. 

Respectfully, 

John  Edgar'  Hoover 
Director 


D:  'iJTr^rrjriuFti, 


APPRO\^D :  I'lTT^:  /  //  lUcZi^^ 


DATE :       '-^       'R  A/ 


'(A/f/^^  TOP    SECRET 


CKOU?   1 
Excluded   from  autor.atlc 
d  oi'ng  red  1  n£  and 
docla:;siricaHoi; 


WTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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10. S     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA^   AUGUST  4,    1969,    DECEMBER  14,    1970 
sV\V •'■  "/'•••^  fi;ui;kai.  i;uiiL,vu  or  iiN vlstigation 

T.ASIilNC TON.  DC.    2053i 


^^=^>^ 


Docember  3.4,  1970 


JIEMORANDUII  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENER/iL 


RE:   SPECIAL  COVERAGE  AT  THE 

REQUEST  OF  THE  V^KITE  HOUSE 


The  Honorable  H.  R.  Haldeca.n,  Assistant  to 
the  President,  has  requested  that  the  Bure-au  institute 
a  telephone  surveillance  on  the  home  telephone  of 


This  Bureau  is  in  a  position  to  conduct  the 
necessary  telephone  svirveillance  requested  by 
Mr.  IlaldeiTAn. 

Respectfully, 


^ 


hn  EdgaA  Hoover 
Dircc^tor 


APPROVED 
DATE 


M2/^^/^ 


TOP  SECRET 


BOTE:     AT  TEE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIA!, 
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Mr.   Bii 


Mr.  Callahan  . 
Mr.  Conrad  

1  -  Mr.  Suliivaji  ^f  Felt 


1  -  Mr.  DeLoach 


Mr.  Gale 

Mr.  RosM  


July  23,  1969  Mr.  SjiU 

Mr.  Tavel 


■     _  >  Mr.  Trotter 

^  /    -  ^                                                       Tele.  Room 

■        '"--■---  ....-■                                                          Miss  Holmes   / 

MR.   TOLSON:  ^Ti^A'^                 m1s>  Gc.-.dy  J_~_ 


By  reference  from  the  Director's  office,  I  talked  to  the        

Attorney  General  (AG)  at  5:15  p.  in.  on  July  22,   1969.    The  AG  inquired 
as  to  whether  I  was  familiar  with  "the  wire:apping  business  at  the  White 
House.  "   I  answered  in  the  affirmative.    He  then  asked  me  if  I  had  heard 
the  name  of         ^.  I  told  him  I  was  not  certain  about  this  name; 

however,  I  thought  he  must  be  one  of  the  individuals  involved  in  chis  matter. 
The  AG  stated  this  was  correct.    He  then  aided  that  the  President  was 
extremely  exercised  and  very  aggravated  crer  this  matter.     He  stated 
the  President  wanted  "to  set    M     up"  and  planned  to  send  material  from 
Guam  this  coming  T.hursday  night  v/hich     £'    would  deJinitely  see. 

The  AG  indicated  that  the  President  had  ordered  him  to  tell 
the  Director  that  he  wanted  a  24-hour' surveillance  and  a  tap  placed  on 

£.        He  said  that  we  should  report  to  ELrlichman's  office  the  results 
of  the  surveillance  and  the  tap.    I  asked  hiz:  if  he  also  wanted  the  results 
in  this  regard  and  he  stated  he  would  appreciate  being  kept  advised. 

The  Director  was  advised  of  the  above  information  at  5:30  p.  m. 
on  July  22,  1969.  The  Domestic  Intelligence  Division  has  been  instructed 
to  check  on  the  name  of       J^  and  to  prepare  a  memorandum 

iexpeditiously  for  the  Director  concerning  this  individual.     Instructions  have 
also  been  issued  to  conduct  .lie  24-hour  surveillance  requested  as  well  as 
to  make  an  immediate  security  check  to  deiermine  the  possibility  of 
jplacing  a  wiretap  on    £       home  telephone,  it  being  noted  that  it  is 
(completely  impractical  to  try  to  place  such  a  wiretap  at  the  White  House. 


Although  a  summary  memorandum  is  being  prepared  by  the 
Domestic  Intelligence  Division  concerning  S",  as  mentioned  above, 

I  have  been  advised  by Dcinestic  Intelligence  Division, 

that  files  reflect  we  investigated     S'     at  U-.e  request  of  the  White  House 

in  January,   1969,  and  that     g     was  apparently  at  that  time  in  Ehrlichman's 

CDD:hcs  \-  '.'^ 

(3)  JUN  8     19^^  CONTINUED OVER 

JUM  111973-"^  
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f  office.     Tills  is  believed  to  be  true  inasaiucli  as  "Time''  magazine  had 
\  an  article  reflecting  that      ^      one  of  the  assistants  to  the  Legal 

Counsel,  had  originally  thought  he  was  going  to  be  close  to  the  President; 

however,  found  that  he  was  overshadowed  by  Ehrlichman  and  Halaeman. 
^    later  lost  his  title  to who  was  formerly 


A  more  detailed  memorandum 


will  follow. 

RESPECTFULLY, 


/ 


&r^D.  De  Loach 


-  2  - 
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■    I  /16 i I iU I  ill i,CClIi }l  ir'.-'    '  ■'■    ■■- '-'-: 

>o  Mr.    C.    D.    DoLoacl:  uatk:      July   23,    13S9       ,^, 

/ 

I  ROM     ;  Tf.    C.    Sullivan 


' 

^'. 

,^ 

- 

••• 

T-> 

.. .-.-  -^. 

=^-. 

w-^ 

l<iJ^^^ 


SUBJECT;  ^ 

TECHNICAL  SUHVEILLANCE  REQUEST 

On  July  22",  19S9,  the  Attorney  General  advised  you 
that  the  President  desired  a  telephone  surveillance  on 

^  ,  a  member  of  the  President's  staff.   Ee 

also  requested  a  physical  surveillance  on  ^ 

The  Washington  Field  Office  is  presently  conducting 
a  survey  to  deternine  the  feasibility  of  instituting  a  telephone 
surveillance  on  JS      tFho  resides 

There  is  attached  a  memorandua  to  the  Attorney 
General  advising  that  the  teiepnone  sarveiliance  will  be 
installed  upon  his  approval.   If  approved,  the  cemorandum 

_.J-»1 jl.         1 J!J1-J  1 J.         J-»-»  1 _»^— A.-.^— 1         J..         -^  .^^..»^  «XJ 

the-record  capacity  as  basis  for  authority. 

RECOiniEtlDATIONS ; 

1.      That    the   attached   icenorandum  containing   only 
the  original  be  handled  with  the  Attorney  General. 


-2=-Thst-=±irisrnssiorandun«-be-^etnrae<iU-tc>-»r  "C^  -Strii-inraii 
to-fae-^reiainedrrdna-^^sc-ura  of  f -the-record— capaciiy. 


Enclosure 
WCS:jes'> 


l/ 


)     "-^^  '^'  ■  \^X  ''-'-   ^'^  ■     '-'  -  "/ 


»NOT  RSCOROED 


DO  HOT   FILE 


miE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
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L'^-S  t'.;«.  rouse 

OFFICE     OF     DIREC.OR 
FEDERAL     DUREAU    OF     INVESTIGATION 
UNITED    STATES    OERABTMENT     OF     JUSTICE 


MR.     Oi'_OiC^ 

M».    MOHin    

MR,     O  1S>*0  — _ 


J-aly   23, 


i  Pn'^ 


MR.    CASPER    

MR.    CAULAHtAM    . 
MR.    CO-NRAO  _ 

MR.    FEUT   

CAC£ 


The    .attorney   C-eneral   approved 

the   att?.2hed    tech  request,  v.'lth  ^_  ^^     

the   notation:      "Hi "her  --■  >-->.^       — ^ 

'-  MR.  nosCN  — -:- 

Au'noritv  has  recuestea  t^a*  -' 

...      -        -  J        ■-,.,-■       -  MR.  SUUUiViSj.  . 

this  ce  cone  ir.7.6diAt.3l"  icr         -^  ' 


use  prior  to  Tnursaay. 

!•:>.  DeLoach  has  caen  advised 
of  t 
not  3. 


MR.    T  AVCl.    . 
MR.    TROTTER  . 
MR.   JOM£S   


_  _  ,  TELE.  ROOM 

of  zhe  .i.ttomey  C-eneraJ.  s 


£i;cLOSi'?i: 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
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TOP  SECRET 

UNITED   STATES   DEPAUT.vr ENT   OF  JUSTICE 

FEDERAL   DUREAU  OF   INVESTIGATION 

VASniNCTON.  D.C.    20S3S 


j]\  Mr.  l;c-l."«vh  — 

H  j  Mr.  Mnhi- 

Mr.  ti'V-M' 

Mr.  Cosi.er 

Mr.  Cpi'.-bin 

Mr.    '    "rnd 

Mr.  F  U  ..-. 


July  23,    1969 


Mr.  C;-.I:! 
Mr.  K 


.sen     .y^ 


MEHORAraUH  FOE  THE  ATTCHKEY  CffiNERAL 

RE:     MfL,  e 

TECnNICAL  SURVEILLAUCE  REQUEST 


l-rfX  -V.r.    .■■ui>v 
J^    '^~    Mr.    ravel 


Mr.  Tr-'Ucr 

TpIo.  Kwin 

Mi,s  Hj.;;;^-^^  ,7^\ 


This  will  confirn  your  conversation  with  Assistant 
to  the  Director  Cartha  D.  DeLoach  on  July  22,  1969,  during 
vilic'b  ycu  advised  that  a  telephone  surveillance  was  desired 
on  £       who  resides  in  


A  survey  is  being  conducted  to  deternine  the 
feasibility  of  icstitutins  a  telephone  surveillance  on 

£     If  you  approve,  a  telephoue  surveillance  will  be 
placed  by  this  Bureau  on  hia. 

Respectfully, 
JQhfi  EdgaMjc 


APPROVED 
DATE 


\U, 


--<--\  Edgax\uoover 
//        ^Director 


/.m^^ 


O     -7/,.t// 


.-S2^> 


A^i^-u^M- 


(I 


TOP  SECRET 

GROUP   1 
Excluded    fron  automatic 

doc7ngr.-clir.ri  acd 
dec  lai..:;  .If  ic  r-t  ica 


l^cr 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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VK[  :i;d  S'lA'i  L3  C:^)Vi.::iN;,ri:,%  . 

Memorandum 


TO  MR.  TOLSON 

FROM      :        \v,    C.    SULLIVAN 


SUBJECT:       SPECIAL  COVERAGE  AT  THE 

REQUEST  OF  THE  WHITE  HOUSE 


DATU:  December  16,  1970 


DO  NOT  FILE 


JUNE 


V-'.if 

li-^-p 

tnll.-.h.in  

Ca»y«*r  

t'OAra'l  

Felt 

Cak-  

Kuscn  _^^ 
Tflvcl  

*illM»   

TpIc.  Atfooi  , 
Holnrs  ^^_ 
Candy  _^^ 


Today  Supervisor . 


delivered  the  second 

which  shows 


letter  concerning  special  coverage  of  ^ 

no  pertinent  activity  has  occurred.    Mr.   Lawrence  Higby,  Assistant  to 
the  Honorable  H.  R.  Haldeman,  advised  that  they  desired  letters  only 
when  pertinent  activity  occurred  and  it  would  &ot_bejiecessary  to  send  a 
I  letter  advising  that  there  was  no  such  activity  for  a  particular  day. 

Regarding  coverage  on  weekends,  it  was  agreed  that  if  there 
was  pertinent  activity  Haynes  would  contact  Higby  through  the  White  House 
switchboard  and  make  arrangements  for  delivery. 

.  Mr.  Higby  said  that  Mr.  Haldeman  had  asked  that  his  thanks 

Ibe  expressed  to  the  Director  for  the  very  prompt  handling  of  this  matter 
land  it  was  "most  impressive." 

ACTION: 

If  approved,  letters  wiU  not  be  sent  concerning        ^ 
when  no  activity  has  occurred  for  a  particular  day. 

WCS:chs  ;  (  -^ 
(ORIGINAL  ONLY) 


NOT  RECORDED 

JUN  3      19T3 


JUN'IjI1973/-^^ 


Z. 


NOTE-     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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10.6     H.R.    HALDEMAN  INTERVIEW,    MAY  12,    1973,    FBI 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 


Date  of  transcription  May  12,  1973 


Harry  R.  Haldeman,  residence  3402  R  Street,  Northwest, 
Washington,  D.  C,  was  interviewed  by  Inspector  14 
and  Special  Agent  15  in  the  presence  of  his  attorney,  Mr.  J.  J. 
Wilson,  at  Mr.  Wilson's  office,  815  15th  Street,  Northwest, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Haldeman  was  advised  at  the  onset  of  the  interview  that 
he  was  being  contacted  concerning  any  information  he  may  possess  con- 
cerning wiretap  information  which  he  received  by  courier  from  the  FBI 
during  the  period  1969  to  1971.   The  purpose  of  these  wiretaps  would 
have  been  to  determine  any  leaks  by  White  House  staff  members  or 
their  employees  concerning  the  Strategic  Arms  Limitation  Talks. 

Mr.  Haldeman  advised  that  he  recalled  receiving  summary 
letters  concerning  these  wiretaps  and  that  he  received  them  routinely 
from  the  FBI.   He  said  he  could  not  recall  who  the  courier  was  because 
the  summary  letters  would  actually  go  to  his  administrative  assistant, 
Mr.  Lawrence  M.  Higby.   He  said  at  first  he  read  all  the  summaries 
which  came  into  his  office  but  found  them  to  contain  information  which 
really  was  not  of  much  interest  to  him.   The  contents  of  the  letters  did 
not  contain  any  startling  information  and  he  eventually  delegated  the 
authority  to  read  this  material  to  Mr.  Higby,  who  would  review  the 
summary  letters  and  bring  to  his,  Mr.  Haldeman's,  attention  only  those 
matters  which  Mr.  Higby  thought  would  be  of  interest. 

Mr.  Haldeman  said  that  as  he  recalled  the  summary  letters 
which  he  had  were  addressed  to  him,  but  he  knew  that  the  wiretap 
program  had  been  going  on  for  some  time  and  originally  the  letters 
went  to  Dr.  Henry  Kissinger. 

Mr.  Haldeman  said  that  sometime  in  the  Summer  of  1971,  the 
exact  date  he  could  not  recall,  he  received  a  request  to  gather  this 
material  he  had  under  his  control  so  the  material  could  be  returned  to 
the  FBI.   He  was  specifically  asked  who  made  such  a  request.   He  said 
that  he  simply  could  not  now  remember  who  made  that  request.   He  said 
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that  he  knew  the  letters  were  assembled  and  sent  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation.  He  said  he  could  not  recall  making  any  inventory  of 
the  correspondence  prior  to  its  being  returned  to  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation.  He  said  he  is  positive  he  made  no  inventory;  however, 
this  is  not  to  preclude  the  possibility  that  Mr.  Higby  may  have  done  so, 
although  he  doubts  it.  He  was  specifically  asked  whether  or  not  he, 
acting  for  the  President  of  the  United  States,  authorized  any  of  these 
wiretaps.  He  said  definitely  not.  He  said  that  Dr.  Henry  Kissinger  may 
have  made  this  request  but  this  is  speculation  on  his  part. 

He  was  asked  specifically  whether  or  not  he  had  any  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Robert  Mardian  returning  this  material  to  the  White  House  at  a 
later  date.  He  said  he  had  no  direct  knowledge  but  that  he  had  heard 
from  Mr.  John  Ehrlichman  that  the  material  had  been  returned.  He  was 
asked  specifically  if  he  at  any  time  engaged  in  checking  White  House 
summary  letters  against  FBI  copies  of  these  letters  with  Mr.  Mardian. 
He  said  as  best  he  could  recall  the  answer  would  be  "No,"  he  could  not 
recall  such  an  instance.  He  said  that  if  any  checking  had  been  done  it 
may  have  been  done  by  his  administrative  assistant,  Mr.  Higby. 

Mr.  Haldeman  was  specifically  asked  if  he  ever  saw  the  White 
House  summary  letters  again  after  they  had  been  sent  back  to  the  FBI. 
He  replied  "No." 

Mr .  Haldeman  was  asked  if  he  had  any  reason  to  believe  the 
material  had  been  destroyed  to  which  he  replied  "No."  Although  he  had 
no  direct  knowledge,  from  the  information  he  learned  from  Mr.  Ehrlichman, 
they  were  still  at  the  White  House. 

Mr.  Haldeman  was  asked  if  he  recalls  any  mention  of  Daniel 
Ellsberg  in  the  summary  reports  he  reviewed  at  the  White  House. 
Mr.  Haldeman  replied  "No." 


2  - 
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Uc!e  ol  Wooit'"ip;ion_ 


Ersrry  R.,  tl2ldorr<r!n,  rcr.i^lonco  "102  H  Ctrcot,  NorthTJoGt , 
V/itcihin-^tcn,  D.  C. ,  ^tss  int.crvinv'ra  byLirncctor  /y 

rj-.J  l^peciai  x^r^cat        /if         4a  tbi;  orcccncG  of  liia  ctiuir.cy,  llr.  J.  J, 
VvilGcn,  nfc  r.ir.  './ilGon'c  Ciiico,  CIS  l£tii  Street,  NorLiiv;cst, 
Waihinstcn,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Kn'.ciornc:3  r/ss  sdvicrri  j:t  tho  C3n£-t  cf  the  iatanriev?  tint 
h?.  V/ns  boii).-?  ccnisctsd  ccnccnii::';  aiiy  ini'oriri-'ition  he  mny  poseess  coa- 
ccriiin^  ■v.'irov^in  inlciTnation  r.'Mch  he  rcccwcU  by  ccurior  fram  tho  FBI 
durias  tie  j^-rrlod  i£-00  to  1071.    Tl-.a  rrurpcsa  of  these  v;irot3.p3V7ot!iti 
kr/ve  been  to  d-iG3rmina  r.ny  Istii-'.a  by  VvMtn  IIor.s>3  ctnlf  inrrVasrs  or 
their  enipioyoca  ccnceiTiir.3  the  Ctratogic  /urs-.s  Liroitstion  Taliic, 

Mr.  liaidsiririn  r.-dvic-nd  thr.t  ho  roctxHcd  receiving  STiniinnry 
iettars  concerning  tlirco  r/irstr.os  md  iliat  ho  received  tii^^xr;  routinely 
frora  the  F£i.    ilo  enid  h3  cccdd  not  rccciU  ■who  thr^'coiiricr  Vv-ns  beco.i'se 


U 


.onmarv  ic-ters  vjo\Jdd  o.ct::iU.'r  ro  to  i:i3  nj:;;ainiKtrcU.v3  ass 


scant.. 


I'Ir.  La^vraico  iv2.  Ili'r'!?.    I'a  carJ  at  Mr^t  bo  rc?-d  Tvil  fiie  t;umciari2S 
\vi;ic4)  coin.?  ir.t?  his  01:20.  biit  fc-j:;;a  Uiam  £0  ccactdn  mlcnrir.ticT:  Trhich 
really  y.as  net  ol  tauch  h;torcst  to  Idra,    Tbs  corA-ats  of  t]-c  igit^rs  aid 
not  C!-ritain  any  atiirUin;:;  itilcnrratxc^  r.ad  hrs  eventually  ci!rio::^.tcd  Uig 
auti'.ority  to  r.-o.cS  'dila  TJi-ii<^i'inl  to  LU'.  El-rby,  who  would  rcvlc^'  the 
R-.mn-sary  lettra-s  and  Ii-Ii-j:  to  bis,  I.lr.  nnldcEssn'a,  GltGiitica  caly  tbosa 
irattora  \vhich  I.ir.  iligby  ihou^iii  wctjM  bo  cl  ir.torcst, 

Mr.  Ilsidemaa  t^tU.  thrJ.  as  h»  recsllsd  the  rrumtntiry  iotters 
"wbich  bo  had  n?Grc  n,dar?f:sff'a  to  Lira,  but  ho  kncv?  U-Jit  tho  v;irf>t3p 
prcv^am  b^id  been  -zoir.r^  on  I'or  somo  tirae  and  ori-jbnUy  tbo  letters 
tJcat  ta  Dr.  Lcrary  iussinsor. 

Mr.  Ilaldcraaa  eriid  that  soirsGibBS  in  ths  Sinrjeaer  of  1071,  tha 
ex^ct  dato  he  cculd  net  rr.csli,  hs  rcc.?i?Gd  a  rrmoet  to  'ip.tl'ier  tliis 
matci-'lol  ha  feid  under  his  ccnrrol  eo  the  ina.tGrinl  could  bo  returned  to 
tl-; 5  i^r-I.    nc  v;ri3  s-^?cijLlcai'.y  2Si:cd  v.'ho  raids  rritcli  a  rc?qur^t.    De  said 
;    that  liQ  simply  conid  not  no-CT  rcraeraber  ^ho  11:2.02  that  roq-aoat.   He  ca.ld 
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(n«»    dct/<-itfnl    conro.ni    neither     f cco'^'"e'idTfli_q.  »    nor    conclusions    o(  Ihe    FBI.     II  Is  Iho  properly  ol  iHe   FBI  ond    is   looned   lo   /our  ogency; 
''    ond     Js    conieoli    ore     not    to    be    dii'r.buted   oulsid.  your  agency. 
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that  Ii2  l:ncv7  tlio  lott:-?rs  v/ore  aEsp-iblod  and  sent  to  the  Fccprr.l  Bureau 
of  IuvccU"'.tli.a.    Be  b?.iu  he  cr/jld  not  rrcall  r.ial-.lr! j;  any  invrntorj  of 
tlio  corrc:;nonaf;nco  prior  to  its  bciur%  returned  to  the  Fcdoral  Eurcr.u 
of  InvGsti-ation.    lie  er.id  ha  is  pojitivo  lie  m?.do  no  Inventory;  however, 
this  Is  not  to  prccluuo  iiie  poss>ibility  that  Llr.  Hijby  raay  have  coao  so, 
although  he  doubts  It.    lift  uns  sncciflcsily  zs'io.d.  whether  or  not  ho, 
acUn':r  i^or  the  Preoicicrit  of  t'ciG  United  tiatos,  aufciorlsr^d  any  of  these 
v/if  etaps.    lie  said  GciLiitoly  not.    Kg  uaici  that  Lr.  Henry  Ivissin^er  may 
have  made  tSiiii  request  but  this  is  spccohiiioii  cq  his  part. 

He  v/as  asked  cp>ocificall7  T/hcther  or  not  ha  Ind  any  Jaiovjled^e 
of  Mr.  Robert  Mardian  rchimiii'<  tiiis  material  to  the  White  liouee  at  a 
later  date.    lis  £aid  he  iiad  no  cirect  ];no'^h:-d;v3  but  tliat  he  had  heard 
from  Mr.  John  FiirLlchiuau  that  the  material  iiad  been  returnsd.    lie  was 
askc-d  speciflcrJly  if  hs  at  any  ttrjc  caga-jiei  in  c!;cc.'Jn-5  vViiito  House 
Bummai'y  letters  arjaiast  FI^I  copies  of  t:;c:;e  letters  v,'ith  I.'r.  Mardian. 
He  said  as  best  he  coold  recall  the  ojiswer  v.-c^a  be  'ITo,  "  ha  could  not 
recall  such  an  iiictanco.    iJo  said  thnt  if  any  chcc;±ig  had  teen  done  it 
may  have  been  ilonii  by  iiis  aciraiaii-.li'ative  a^siatant,  IVir.  Li^^by. 

ViT.  lialdenisn  \i?.n  specilicaliy  asr-cd  if  he  ever  saw  the  ^.T^itc 
House  summary  letters  a^ia  aitcr  tliey  liad  boon  sent  bacii  to  the  FEI. 
Ee  replied  "No." 

Mr.  Ealdcaian  was  asiicd  if  ha  had  sny  reason  to  believe  the 
material  had  been  destroyed  to  v.'hich  ho  replied  " l-io.  "  Although  hs  had 
no  direct  •iaa".vlc-'iq;o,  from  the  iaforraatica  he  learned  from  rvlr.  Ehrliohisan, 
they  Vfore  still  at  the  White  House. 

Mr.  Haldenian  was  ashed  if  he  recalls  sny  mention  of  DarJei 
Ellsberg  in  the  sammary  reports  he  reviewed  at  the  V/Mte  Bcuse. 
Mr.  ilaidsman  replied  "No. " 
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11.     None  of  the  three  V/hite  House  staff  members  were  ever  reported 
by  the  FBI  to  have  disclosed  classified  material.   The  material 
compiled  on  these  staff  members  as  a  result  of  the  wiretaps  related 
primarily  to  their  personal  lives  and  their  politics. 
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11,1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  SURVEILLANCE  OF  THREE 
WHITE  HOUSE  STAFF  MEMBERS 

MR.    E. 

Reports  prepared  from  physical  and  electronic  surveillance  of 
Mr.  E.,  a  White  House  aide  with  no  national  security  functions,  were  sent 
to  John  Ehrlichman  on  July  25,  28  (two),  29  and  31  (two),  August  1,  6,  7, 
8,  14,  and  25,  and  September  18,  and  22,  1969,  and  to  Attorney  General 
John  Mitchell  on  September  8,  and  15,  1969.   The  summaries  reported  only 
details  of  the  personal  and  social  activities  of  Mr.  E. ,  and  Mr.  E.'s 
contacts  and  attempted  contacts  with  political  officials  and  journalists. 

On  September  8,  1969,  FBI  Director  Hoover  wrote  that  since  August 
8,  1969,  only  two  communications  had  been  sent  to  the  White  House  on  E. 
"These,  however,  did  not  bear  directly  on  the  basic  purpose  of  the  sur- 
veillance, i..e^.  ,  to  determine  whether  [Mr.  E.]  was  passing  confidential 
White  House  information  to  a  representative  of  the  press."  On 
September  15,  1969,  Hoover  told  Mitchell  that  the  surveillance  of  Mr.  E. 
required  10  men  per  day  and  "consideration  should  be  given  to  the 
discontinuation  of  these  surveillances  at  this  time." 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified  material. 
Detailed  material  contained  in  the  siommaries  has  been  withheld  from 
publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the  privacy 
of  the  individuals  involved. 
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12.1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  SURVEILLANCE  OF  THREE 
WHITE  HOUSE  STAFF  MEMBERS 

MR.  F. 

Reports  were  sent  to  the  President  on  November  6,  1969,  to 
Henry  Kissinger  on  January  15,  1970  and  to  H.R.  Haldeman  on  May  21 
and  June  23,  1970,  with  respect  to  the  electronic  surveillance  of  Mr.  F. , 
a  White  House  aide.   In  addition,  information  on  Mr.  F.  was  acquired 
from  the  electronic  surveillance  of  a  newsman  who  communicated  with  Mr.  F. 
Mr.  F.  was  reported  only  to  have  discussed  various  domestic  speeches  or 
papers  dealing  with  economics,  the  State  of  the  Union  and  the  political 
philosophy  of  the  Administration. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciairy  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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11.1     SUMMARIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  REPORTING  ON  SURVEILLANCE  OF  THREE 
WHITE  HOUSE  STAFF  MEMBERS 


MR.  J. 

Reports  were  sent  to  H.R.  Haldeman  on  December  15,  16,  17,  and 
18,  1970  and  January  5 ,  12 ,  18,  and  22,  1971,  with  respect  to  the 
electronic  surveillance  of  the  residence  of  Mr.  J.,  a  White  House 
employee  with  no  national  security  responsibilities.   The  summaries  on 
Mr.  J.  dealt  only  with  his  personal  plans  and  domestic  political  assign- 
ments and  interests.   Several  of  the  summaries  report  Mr.  J.'s  dissatis- 
faction with  his  job  and  his  prospects  for  other  political  employment. 
Other  summaries  reported  on  the  substance  of  some  of  Mr.  J.'s  assign- 
ments at  the  White  House  in  domestic  areas. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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11.2     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  AND  ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  10, 
1973,    SENATE  FOREIGN  RELATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    39-40 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  39 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

Senator  Symington.   Well,  you  sae.  Senator  Javits' 
question  is  extremely  pertinent  because  we  would  like  to  know 
why  first  the  tap  was  put  on  and  secondly,  why  It  was  taken 
off  so  quick,  I  mean  if  we  are  going  to  get  the  facts. 

You  say  he  went  on  the  I'Jhite  House  — 

Mr.  Richardson.   The  reason  it  was  put  on  was  simply 
that  papers  flowed  through  his  hands.   It  was  not  a  question 
of  the  existence  of  any  suspicion. 

Senator  Symington.   Well,  things  happened,  he  resigned, 
he  retired.   He  was  not  discharged. 

Mr.  Richardson.   That  is  true. 

Senator  Symington.   And  I  would  like  to  leave  it  right 
there. 

Now,  you  say  that  you  returned  the  record  from  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  how  do  you  know  he  has  not 
got  these  tapes,  these  tapes.   It  is  very  easy  to  copy  a  tape. 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.   Well,  the  records  are  fairly  voluminous. 
Senator,  and  what  I  think  Mr.  Ehrlichman  did  simply  —  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  simply  held  the  taps   as  custodian  from  the  ^^ite 
House  after  they  V7ere  transferred  from  the  FBI  to  the  tJhite 
House. 
I         Senator  S>Tr,ington.   My  next  to  the  last  question  would 
'  be  have  you  taken  any  action  against  anybody  as  a  result  of 

information  that  you  received  on  these  tapes? 
I         Mr.  Ruckelshaus.   The  FBI  has  taken  no  action  at  all. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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11.2     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  AND  ELLIOT  RICHARDSON  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  10, 
1972,    SENATE  FOREIGN  RELATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    39-40 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  40 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

Senator  Sjinington.   No,  1  meant  —  we  talk  about  raw 
files,  and  again,  if  I  may  quote  ny  colleague  from  New  York, 
they  may  be  raw  to  us  but  they  are  not  raw  to  you,  and  you 
know  the  facts,  and  we  don't.   My  question  would  be  based 
on  the  information  that  was  in  the  tapes  has  any  action  been 
taken  with  respect  to  anybody  who  was  tapped? 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.  I  think  Dr.  Kissinger  would  be  the 
best  witness  to  that.  Senator,  because  the  purpose  of  the 
taps  themselves  was  to  discover  whether  any  of  these  indi- 
viduals was  the  source  of  leaks  and  there  could  be  no  way 
you  could  tell  from  that  information  just  exactly  how  it  could 
be  put  together  with  other  information  that  could  lead  to 
that  conclusion. 

Mr.  Richardson.   The  other  corollary  of  what  Mr. 
Ruckelshaus  has  said  is  there  is  nothing  in  the  report  we 
have  been  discussing  in  itself  establishes  that  either  an 
individual  was  the  source  of  leaked  information  or  that  any 
action  was  taken  with  regard  to  him  as  a  consequence  of  the 
taps. 

Senator  S>Tnington.   Would  you  file  for  the  record,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  those  people  in  Che  government  who  have 
seen  the  raw  files  in  this  particular  case  and  also  file  for 
the  record  the  names  of  anybody  outside  the  government  who 
has  a  copy  of  the  FBI  report? 

Mr.  Richardson.   I  certainly  can't  do  the  latter  because 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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William  D.  Rcckelshacs,  Acting  D:i;ectop.,  FRI,  Pt-rss  Confekkncf.,  M\t  14 

1973,  2:00  P.M. 

?vh-.  CoNMV.  Good  afternoon.  Thi.->  is  an  on  the  rcof)rcl  news  cnnforonce  v.'ith 
WilliLiin  D.  Rufkelshaus,  Actins;  Director  of  the  FBI.  Mr.  Rucki'lshans  ha.-^  a 
brief  .•^tnieinont,  after  which  he'll  be  plea-ed  to  respond  to  any  qi;.--;ti(.ii,.  The.'e 
are  h;tncl  microphones  on  the  .~ides  of  the  room  may  I  .su.^-i^est  it  win  \>f  ca.-ier  for 
all  of  us  to  hear  if  you  use  tho.-e  when  you  do  ask  your  que-stions.  There  h  a 
background  paper  on  wiretapping  that's  available  to  you.  You  may  ii>e  it  a.s  j'ou 
see  fit.  There  is  also  a  text  of  Mr.  Ruckelshaus'  statement  and  a  full  transcript  of 
the  entire  news  conference  v.iU  be  available,  hopefully,  later  today. 

Mr.  RucKELSH.vcs.  Gentlemen,  I'd  like  to  read  this  statement,  in  its  entirety 
so  that  we  have  this  pro'olem  in  conte.xt  before  your  questions. 

Shortly  after  assuming  this  job,  my  attention  wa.s  drawn  to  several  newspaper 
and  periodical  accounts  of  electronic  .surveillances,  l^etter  known  a.s  wiretaps, 
ha'.ing  been  placed  on  telephones  of  government  employees  and  newsmen  in  an 
effort  to  stem  the  leaks  of  information  related  to  highly  sensitive  foreign  poUcv 
issues.  Upon  inquiry,  I  was  informed  by  FBI  employees  that  these  surveillances 
had  been  performed  and  that  the  records  relating  to  them  were  missing  from  the 
FBI  files.  Also  the  question  had  been  raised  in  the  Ellsberg  trial  whether  informa- 
tion from  these  alleged  taps  had  been  used  by  the  prosecution  in  any  way  and  thus 
tainted  the  evidence. 

As  a  result  of  this  information,  I  immediately  ordered  an  investigation  Into  the 
facis  surrounding  the  taps  and  the  missing  records.  The  investigation  was  started 
Friday,  May  4,  1973,  and  was  conducted  under  my  personal  supervision  by 
highly  skilled  FBI  personnel  at  Headquarters.  Forty-two  separate  interviews 
were  conducted,  all  by  Headquarters  personnel,  and  included  travel  to  Phoenis, 
Arizona;  Tampa,  Florida;  Savannah,  Georgia;  New  York  City;  and  Stamford, 
Conneccicut. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  from  May,  1969,  to  February,  1971,  based  on 
consultations  between  the  Director  of  the  FBI  and  the  White  Hoxise,  certain 
wretaps  were  instituted  in  an  effort  to  pinpoint  responsibility  for  leaks  of  highly 
sensitive  and  classified  information  which,  in  the  opinion  of  those  charged  ■nith. 
conducting  our  foreign  policy,  were  compromising  the  Nation's  effectiveness  in. 
negotiations  and  other  dealings  with  foreign  powers. 

"There  was  a  total  of  17  wiretaps  placed  for  this  purpose.  Four  were  placed  on 
newsmen  as  the  potential  recipients  of  leaks  and  thirteen  on  government  employees 
as  the  potential  sources.  The  taps  were  on  for  varying  lengths  of  time  during"  the 
period  in  question;  two  for  as  little  as  30  days  and  one  for  as  long  as  21  months. 

These  requests  were  handled  in  the  same  way  as  other  requests  involving 
national  security  for  a  number  of  yeara  and  in  prior  Adminisirations.  'When  a 
government  agency  or  the  White  House  requests  surveillance  the  request  is  studied 
bi'  the  senior  officials  of  the  FBI,  and  if  the  Director  approves,  authority  is  then 
requested  from  the  Attorney  General.  If  he  approves,  as  was  done  In  this  case,  the 
surveillance  commences,  summaries  are  prepared  from  the  logs,  which  are  trans- 
mitted to  the  interested  agency,  or  as  in  this  case,  the  White  House. 

Because  of  the  sen3iti\ity  of  these  particular  surveillances,  the  records  were 
verv  closely  held;  first  in  the  Director's  Office  and  then  on  the  Director's  orders 
under  the  custody  of  ilr.  W.  C.  Sullivan  who  was  an  Assistant  to  the  Director. 

The  investigation  indicates  that  sometime  in  the  summer  of  1071,  after  the 
taps  were  all  taken  off,  ^Ir.  SuUivan  contacted  Mr.  Robert  Mardian,  who  was  then 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Internal  Security  Division,  and 
informed  him  of  the  nature  of  these  records  and  recommended  that  they  be  trans- 
ferred to  The  \^'hite  House.  According  to  Mr.  Mardian,  the  recommendation  was 
made  on  the  claim  by  Mr.  Sullivan  that  Mr.  Hoover  might  use  the  records  in 
some  manner  against  the  Attoriiey  General  or  the  President.  Mr.  Sullivan  does  not 
afErm  Mr.  Mardian's  claim.  There  is  certainly  no  proof  that  Mr.  Hoover  had 
such  intention  but  the  charge  had  its  desired  effect,  .•\ccording  to  Mr.  Mardian,  he 
informed  Mr.  Mitchell,  who  in  turn  informed  The  White  House.  The  records  were 
taken  from  the  files  by  Mr.  Sullivan,  who  ordered  them  given  to  Mr.  Mardian,  who 
delivered  them  to  The  White  House. 

When  the  FBI  discovered  the  records  were  missing  upon  Mr.  Sullivan's  retire- 
ment in  the  fall  of  1971,  it  commenced  an  inquiry  which  ended  when  Mr.  Hoover 
^  was  informed  by  Mr.  Mitchell  that  the  records  had  been  destroyed.  It  should  be 
noted  that  Mr.  Mitchell  has  denied  making  such  a  statement  to  Mr.  Hoover. 
This  conflict  cannot  be  resolved  because  of  Mr.  Hoover's  death.  Mr.  Mitchell, 
however,  confirmed  that  the  records  were  moved  to  The  White  House. 
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Iti  any  evotit,  tho  FBI  r.ccHptfd  the  protnii--^  '.hat  the  records  had  been  d^istroyfrd, 
and  when  I  a.ssnnied  my  pr'^ent  position,  I  h;id  no  roason  to  beliove  that  the 
recurd.s  wore  still  intact.  It  was  not  until  last  Taiiniday  night  that  our  inveHtiija- 
tion  rovealed,  during  an  interviev/  with  ^[r.  3-iardian  in  Plioeni.-^,  that  ihi^  ref;otdi 
probably  scili  existed  and  miqht  be  in  The  \V;-,i:e  House. 

The  next  day  the  records  were  located  in  The  White  Houje,  having  been  filed 
in  a  safe  in  Mr.  IJhrhchman's  outer  office. 

Unfortunately,  the  recordi  v/ere  not  located  in  time  to  respond  to  .Iud-.je  Byrne's 
inquiries  about  the  potential  taint  of  evidonct  in  the  Elbberg  trial.  Thf;  inter- 
ception of  EUsberg's  conver.-ations  all  occurred  v.hen  he  was  either  a  guest  of  . 
Morton  Halperin,  National  Security  Council,  ^>r  conversing  with  him.  Tr  was  one 
of  th'jse  conversations  of  Mr.  ELLsherg  which  I  had  informed  the  Judi^e  on  Wednes- 
day, May  9,  1073,  had  be^in  remembered  by  one  of  our  employees  who  hati 
monitored  the  tape.  Of  course,  whether  the  location  of  the  records  v^-ould  have 
had  any  affect  on  the  -ludge's  decision  is  not  for  me  to  say. 

On  :ratiirday  an  FBI  Agent  and  I  went  to  The  \S'hite  House,  identified  and 
retrieved  ihe  records  and  they  now  rest  in  the  FBI  files. 

The  iavestigadoa  was  conducted  with  skill,  speed  and  effectiveness  by  the 
FBI  aad  res'ilced  in  the  fuU  retrieval  of  the  records.  I  believe  it  is  ic  the  public 
intcr^si:  to  reveal  these  facts  so  that  this  story  can  be  put  in  proper  perspective. 

Xow  I  have  two  naore  points  that  I  want  to  make,  gentlemen.  One  is  that  I 
recogciie  how  very  em.otionai  the  question  of  wiretaps  is  in  our  society,  and  I 
asked  a;  the  time  this  investigation  started  that  a  history  of  the  use  of  electronic 
surveiliaaces  or  wiretaps  in  the  FBI  or  by  the  FBI  be  prepared.  The  handout 
that  yon  njw  have  or  is  available  is  the  result  of  that,  inquiry.  I  felt  that  the 
history  was  informative  and  good  enough  that  it  warranted  being  handed  out  at; 
this  press  conference  so  that  again  these  taps  can  be  placed  in  that  historical 
perspective.  Secondly,  since  I  am  sure  it  ■wiU  be  one  of  the  first  questions,  I  want  to 
touch  on  the  reasons  why  I  have  not  revealed  the  names  of  the  17  people  who 
were  placed  under  electrocdc  surveUlance  during  the  course  of  this  effort  to  stem 
the  leaks.  At  first  I  felt  it  was  probably  a  good  thing  to  reveal  these  names  in  the 
interest  of  openness  and  letting  the  public  know  precisely  what  happened.  And 
upon  reflection  I  concluded  that  the  potential  harm  to  be  done  by  the  release  of 
these  names  outweighed  the  good  that  could  re>ult  in  the  openness  of  revealing 
them.  The  potential  harm  is  clear  to  the  employees  of  the  Government  in  tliai 
their  positions  in  the  Government  since  they  were  at  least  once  tinder  suspicion 
and  most,  if  not  all  of  them,  have  since  been  exonerated,  might  be  jeopardized. 
It's  less  clear  as  to  the  newsmen  as  to  why  the  names  would  not  be  released,  but 
again,  upon  reflection  and  a  certain  degree  of  agonizing  I  concluded  that  the 
potential  was  still  there  for  some  harm  to  be  done  by  reveahng  their  names  to 
the  public.  And  I  was  finally  persuaded  by  the  realization  thai  if  I  made  a  mistake 
in  releasing  the  names  there  was  nothing  I  could  do  about  it,  but  if  I  make  a 
mistake  in  not  releasing  them  I  can  always  rectify  that  mistake  by  doing  so  later. 
So  in  response  to  any  of  your  questions  as  to  what  these  names  are,  or  who  is 
involved,  my  answer  will  be  the  same  and  that  is  that  I  will  neither  confirm  nor 
deny  that  any  of  the  names  that  you  request  are  the  subjects  of  this  surveillance. 
I'll  now  attempt  to  answer  your  questions. 

LE.^KS    RESULTING    IX    STJBMISSIOX    OF    P.\.RTICt;L.VR    XAilE 

The  Ch.\ir.uan'.  Could  you  indicate  what  leaks,  for  example, 
occurred  that  residted  in  the  submission  of  a  particular  name?  Does 
this  occur  in  the  summaiy? 

Air.  RiCH-iRDSO-V.  No,  it  does  not.  The  summary  only  contains 
the  sort  of  general  background  that  was  described  by  Slv.  Kuckelshaus 
in  his  May  14  statement  and  later  by  the  President  in  his  May  22 
statement. 

.\TTORNEY    general's    REQUESTS    FOR    TAPS 

The  Ch.vir.\I-\x.  Does  the  summary  indicate  whether  or  not  the 
Attorney  Genera!  requested  any  names  to  be  tapped? 

Mr.  RicH.\RDS0.\.  Tiiere  are  two  instances — I  want  Bill  to  hear 
this — the  chairman's  question  was  dues  the  suuuuaiy  indicate  any 


(286) 


C 


11.4     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,    MAY  IZ,    1972,    IJ 

IVieTR0i'Cl.i1CtllllL 

TlT.  E.-  S.  Miller  datc;   5/13/73 

l-Vx.    Eardloy 
-fS^  1-ra-.  Folt 


.  Vl.  J. 


FROM     :    '■^-    T.    J.    Sraith     iJ>  y              -r',^-  1-^'^-  E.S.ilili'ir 

U  g.  r;  c,.  l-^Lr.  V.a iters  tVi^ 

/D  I             l--.Lr.  Yi'ip.nall  •■■■•  = 

SUBjtCT:  SENSITIVE  CO'.'ERAGB  PLACED  AT  TKS  l^\             l-yj.-.  T.J.Snitri: 

REQUEST  OF  TEE  WHITE  HOUSE  "\  ■■' ~' 
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Pursuant  to  instructions  of  the  Acting  Director,  I    ^'r,--., 
mat  hia  at  11:00  AM  on  5/12/73  in  the  office  of  I'a: .    Leonard  \i:\7ii:>';Z IZ 
Garir.ent  at  rooa  123  of  the  Executive  Office  Building.   ',Ve 
met  Mr.  Fred  Buehaxdt  who  took  us  to  a  roon  with  a  vault  and 
turned  over  to  us  tv,-o  sealed  boxes  which  we  determined  to  be 
official  records  of  the  7BI  v/hich  had  been  in  the  protective 
custody  of  rorner  Assistant  to  the  Director  Y/illias?.  C,  Sullivan 
prior  to  his  retirement  in  October,  1971, 

Mr.  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  examined 
and  that  a  receipt  describing  them  should  be  prepared  and  signed 
by'ne  before  they  v.-ere  removed  from  the  vault.   I  then  proceeded 
to  examine  t)ie  records  and  make  an  invontoz'y  in  the  form  of  a 
r^'C^'i  f^t .   Enrh  hn"    '.vas  i  nvpntoTi  f»d  Rprinrn  T.<=>1  y  ann  a  o.rinv  nf    "the: 
receipt  prepared  by  ice  is  attached  for  iaforHation. 

I  finished  the  inventory  at  about  2:30  PM  and  Mr,  Garrsent 
then  looked  over  the  inventory  receipt  and  I  signed  out  of  the 
vault  vith  ths  two  boxes  of  records  at  2:45  PM.   A  Secret  Service 
Agent  who  had  remained  in  the  vault  area  ■while  the  records  were 
being  inventoried  drove  me  to  the  Federal  Triangle  Building  '^here 
the  Intelligence  Division  is  located.   The  records  are  presently 
being  maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  your  office. 

The  tv.-o  boxes  contain  the  original  logs  of  intercepts  of 
the  various  electronic  surveillances  operated;  the  oi'iginp.l,  signed 
letters  to  the  Attorney  General,  each  signed  by  hin,  requesting 
authorization  to  install  the  electronic  survGillauces ;  Original 
letters  to  President  "ixon,  Dr.  Kissinger,  ill".  Haldeman,  and  Vj. 
Ehrlichman  reporting-  on  the  results  of  the  electronic  surveillances: 
the  FBI  ycliov;  file  copies  on  the  abovo-mentionsd  letters:  copies 
of  letters  to  the  Attorney  Gesieral  advising  of  disconzinuancss  of 
the  electronic  surveillances;  cover  memoranda  relatin.;  to  letters 
to  tile  Attorney  C-ensrai,  The  Presidor.t,  Dr.  Kissinger,  '..'jr.    I'aldcr.ar, 
^anu  Ml".  r,hi-lich:-.an :  riiscelij'.neoua  other  correspondence,  ir.cludir.:; 

cables  to  and  from rolv.'cir.r.    to  olcctioiiic  survcillai'.cs 

covcrarro  arranged  by  our ^there,  and  general  bac"-.grG-r.: 


Enclosures 


',->  /-^ 


«  MAY 


A  o  .J  :  L  3  r  <  '  r  i  ' 


r\ 


V.j! :   -  •  ^  ! 

V-'" 


I    -  - 

77"  ""-'7  "T  ■'7""'^TTT17^T  /~\""VT" 


IWTf:     AT  THb  HHQUEST  OF  TUf  DBPABTWNT  OF  JUSTICE     THE  CHAIRMAN 
^PRANKING  MIWRITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
rnZtl^^''  ^^°^'   ™  P^^SE'^TATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  t7 THE 
COmiTTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGN^/ 
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11.4     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  13,    1973,    1,    7 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Connnittee  staff 


n 


l_: 


In  a  preliminary  review  of  the  various  summaries  furnished 
to  the  VJhite  House,  nothing  was  found  x^hich  would  indicate  that 
a  violation  of  Federal  law  was  determined  from  the  electronic 
surveillance  coverage,  nor  was  there  any  specific  instance  of 
information  being  leaked  in  a  surreptitious  manner  to  unauthorized. 


7  - 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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11,4     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM.    MAY  IS.    1973.    1.    7 


In   a   prolir.in?,ry   roviev;  of    the   vr.vicus   oiirji-iarics    lumichcd 
to   the   V-'hite    ilouso,    nothir.:;   vt.3    iound  -.iHch  v/ould   ir.dicr.te    tha^ 
a   violation   of    Fedcr?.!    lav;  '.vas    dctci'nit:cd   iron;   the    elcctroni-7 
Burvcilln.nce    cov^r-rr.    n-^"  ••    :    '. '     •  --i  _  .  -    i:    .:.    -..•-■   .  . 


-    1   ~ 
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12.     Three  government  employees  were  tapped  in  connection  with  the 
May  1970  leak  of  the  Cambodian  bombing.   Two  held  posts  in  the  State 
Department  at  the  Ambassadorial  level;  the  third  was  a  high  military 
aide  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense.   All  three  were  tapped  at  the  order 
of  Colonel  Haig,  who  represented  that  the  order  for  these  wiretaps 
came  from  the  President. 


Page 

12.1  Memorandum  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover  to  the  Attorney 
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of  Justice) ^ 292 

12.2  Memorandum  from  W.  C.  Sullivan  to  DeLoach,  May  3,      "^ 
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12.3  Three  memoranda  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover  to  the  Attorney- 
General,  May  4,  1970  (received  from  Department  of 
Justice) 2Qt; 

12.4  Melvin  Laird  news  conference,  January  29   1974 
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12.1     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  12,    1969 
t,i'  Of  1111-  ,«:nn:io:(  V' ■ 

UMTF.D    STATES   DtPAUTMEIST   OF  JUSTICE 
FEUEUAL  BUREAU  OF   INVESTIGATION 

V-.-  ••  "~--^ 

■'~'^  WASUINCTON.  DC.    20SJ> 

Hay  12,  1969 

MEMOiaM)UM  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

RE:   COLONEL  ALEXANDER  H.  HAIG 

TECHNICAL  SURVEILLANCE  REQUEST 

On  Mrxy  10,  1969,  Colonel  Alexander  M.  Haig,  who  is 
assigned  to  Dr.  Henry  A.  Kissinger's  staff,  came  to  his  Bureau 
to  .-iilvise  that  a.  request  T/as  being  nade  on  the  highe  t  authority 
which  involves  a  matter  of  nost  grave  and  serious  con^-qjence  to 
our  national  security.   He  stressed  that  it  is  so  sensitive  it  demands 
handling  on  a  noed-to-know  basis,  with  nc  record  maintained.   He 
rec'uested  that  telephone  surveillance  be  placed  on  the  following 
individuals  to  determine  if  a  serious  security  problem  exists: 

O^     ;      //        ;       &-  •   ;• 

and       SB 

O    Is  aged and  is  Department  of  State  employee 

vho   h^s  b'=***r''  on  detail  to  the  Na.tiop?l  •Spr'nrl  tv  Cntinc.iT  since 
He  was  assigned  to  the  Paris  peace  conference 


between and , .   Applicant-type  investigation  by 

this  Eureau  indicated,  while  in  Paris,  he  reportedly  leaked  infoma— 

.on  to  newsp.iper  concerning  happenings  at  the  peace  conference. 
This  apparently  was  at  the  beginning  of  his  assignment,  and  after 
being  warned  ho  discontinued  his  reported  leaks. 

Af     ,  aged ,  was  detailed  from  the  Department  of 

Defense  to  tho  National  Security  Council  as  a  senior  staff  member 

on ,  .   Ke  was  the  subject  of  an  applicant-type 

investigation  by  this  Bureau.   While  admittedly  he  has  'had  contact 
with  Soviet  nationals  the  investigation  did  not  disclose  at  that  time 
any  pertinent  derogatory  information. 

Tho  files  of  this  Bureau  contain  no  identifiable  informa- 
tion concerninti         (^ 

^  , J  was  detailed  to  the  National 

Security  Council  on ,  ,  from  the  Department  of  State, 

whore  he  had  Ixion  employed  in  various  administrative  capacities 

since .   An  applicant-type  investigation  disclosed  that 

during  mid  lOOO's  and  early  "iSSO's  he  was  suspected  of 

TOP  SECRET 

Group   1 
Excluded    from   automatic 
downgrading   and 
declassification 

NOTE:      AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND 

RANKING  filNORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN 
REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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12.1     J.    EDGAB  HOOVER  MEMORANDVM,    MAY  12,    1969 
TOP  SECRET 

hieinor.-indum  for  tb.e'  Attorney  General 
RE:   COLONEL  ALEX-\fraER  M.  lUIG 

leaJcing  classified  information  to  unauthorized  sources. 
ThorcMgti  investigations  were  conducted  by  Department  of 
Stats;  howevei",  no  information  was  developed  indicating  he 
was  re^spQasib^e  for  leaks. 

Colonel  Haig  is  Military  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
to  the  President  for  national  security  affairs.   He  was  the  subject 
of  an  applicant-type  investigation  and  no  derogatory  informatioa 
was  developed  concerning  hin. 

This  Bureau  Is  in  a  position  to  conduct  the  necessary 
telephone  surveillances  requested  by  Colonel  Haig. 

Respectfully,- 
Jtihn  Edga?  Hoover 


Director 


Appno 

DATE 


novED  (Mr  <  /  1/  A^<-  L^'-fc 


—  o  _ 
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35-DGfi  O  -  74  -  pt.  1-20 


12.2     W.C.   SULLIVAN  MEMORANDUM^   MAY  S.    2970 


!.  ■.\;Ti;!J  oi'.-.'i'tS  UO'-. 


Memorandmn  EOUTE' i^i  Vvsi -jyi  rypT^^z — 


To     :  MR.  DE  LOACH 

FROM  ;  MR.  W.  C.  SULLIVAK 


DATL:  5/3/70 


DO  NOT  FILE 


"■- 

•  •-  . 

^    , 

^  -A'.-^.  ir. 

y 

Coi- 

Psi-j- 

/ 

£«;:.-.  =5 

■«./ 

Tc-.^l  . 

T*l.    ?r«-, 

Cc-^ 

SUBJECT:   BRIGADIER  GENERAL  ALEXANDER  M.  HAIG 
REQUEST  FOR  TECHNICAL  SURVEILLANCE 


-J /.:':'  ?/  / 


At  8:30  p.m.,  5/2/70,  General  Haig,  in  Dr.  Henry  A. 

Kissinger's  office,  contacted  Liaison  Supervisor 

and  advised  that  the  President  had  called  him  concerning  a_serious 

security  violation  involving  a  leak  by     6^  pf 

(Concerning  the  Cambodian  situation."  According  to 


iHaig,  this  lealT  has  been  "nailed  down  to  a  couple  of  people,"  and 
he  requested  on  behalf  of  the  President  that  telephone  surveillances 
be  placed  as  soon  as  possible  on!~  ^   I;         A> 


^and    /^ 

':  Haig  stated  he  would  like 

•these  surveillances  on  the  individuals'  hones  and  offices;  that 
ihe  fully  realizes  ibu  uimculty  Jlu  CuVoj^iug  offlcs  phoass  '^~ 


State,  Defense,  and  _^ 

^igbt  not  be  feasible. 


/and  knows  that  this 


General  Haig  was  advised  that  we  would  check  with  the 
I  Attorney  General  for  clearance.   He  stated  he  understood  that 
this  was  necessary  and  that  he  would  contact  the  Attorney  General 
and  advise  them  of  the  situation. 

ACTION; 

-  •  ,  •  -^  ^ ^!'f 
Attached  are  four  separate  memoranda  for  the 
Attorney  General  requesting  authority  to  institute  telephone 
surveillances  on  each  of  the  above  persons. 


vREHthke'i-*^ 
ORIGINAL  ONLY 


Enclosures 


Attached  is  article  anpearine  in_ 

today  in  which   4t    Quotes 

"well-placed  Administration  sources"  concerning 
U.S.  bombing  of  North  Vietnam. 


/    ..-- 


NOT  RECORDED 
JUN  8     1973 


JUNi'il973^^ 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THt:  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
:  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 

PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 

DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 

DESIGNATION. 
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12.3     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA^    MAY  4,    1970 

UMTED   STATED    DIU'AKTM  KNT   0 1-"  J  l.STlCc 

FEDEUAL  BUREAU   OK   liN  VESTICATION 

WASUINCTON.  D.C    20S35 


May  4,  1970 


MEJORANDUII  FOR  TEE  ATTORNET  GENERAL 

RE:         //. 

COiniSELOR  OF  THE  DEPART;.! E-TT  OF  STATE 
TECHNICAL  SURVEILLANCE  REQUEST 


On  the  evening  of  May  2,  1970,  Brigadier  General 
Alexander  M.  Haig,  of  the  National  Security  Council  Staff, 
advised  that  a  serious  security  leak  had  occurred 
concerning  United  States  involvement  in  Cambodia, 
He  requested  that  as  soon  as  possible  a  telephone 
surveillance  be  instituted,  if  feasible,  on  the  residence 
and  office  of  /^, 

A  sur'.'cy  ic  being  conducted  tu  ueLerttiine  if 
it  is  feasible  to  install  a  telephone  surveillance  -on  hia. 
If  it  is  determined  to  be  feasible  and  you  approve,  this 
installation  will  be  placed  by  this  Bureau. 


\ 


rr>\ 


Respectfully, 

rphn  Edgar  Hoover 
Director 


Approved 
Date 


TOP  SECRET 

r 

Group  1 
Excluded  from  autoaatic 
downgrading  and 
declassification 

WTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  TEE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 

'  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 

DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 

'  DESIGNATION. 
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12.2     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   MAY  4.    1 


970 


FEDKKAL   UIJUKAU    Of    '  f-.' V  |...i  |1  OPTION 

WASUIKCTO.N.  D.C,     aiJ4>i| 

May  4,  1970 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  ATTORNKY  (ll-.rjERAL 


RE: 


MILITARY  ASSIST/JJT  TO   •riir 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFEMSlC 
TECmilCAL  SURVEimU^Ct:   lll-QUEST 


.       ?^  V"^  evening  of  Hay  2,    1070,   Brigadier  General 
Alexander  M.   Haig,   of   the  National  iJo(Hirity  Council 
Staff,   advised   that  a  serious  security   leak  had  occurred 
concerning  United  States   involvement    |»  Cambodia 
He   requested  that  as  soon  as  possililo  \_  telephone 
surveillance  be   instituted,    if   feanti,iy     qq  ^jjg 
residence  and  office  of  a>  ' 


.  A  survey   is   oeing  conductmi   to  d'»te'--in«» 

jitds  feasible  to- install  a  t£leplioii«  nurveillance 
j'  If  it  is  determined  to  be  feasible  an,l  you  approve 
'1  this   installation  will   be  placed   by   Uiis   Bureau,      ' 

Respectfully, 


if 

on  bin. 


X^hn  Edgar  il 


Directoi' 


«><)vor 


TOP  SECRET 

Group   1 
Excluded   frora  autom»Llc 
downgrading  and 
declassification 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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'■■■■•      u.  '  "i 


32.3     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  MEMORANDA,   MAY  4,    1970 


O^V^-^,-  >  FliUliUAL   UlillLAU   Ol-^   l.\  V  KSTlCATtU.N 

^-'^i^i^  WASUINCTON.  D.C.    20i3S 

May  4,    1970 


MH.I0RANDUT.1  FOR  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 

RE:  A. 

DEPARTIIENT  OF  STATE 

TECHNICAL  SURVEILLANCE  REQUEST 


On  the  evening  of  May  2,  1970,  Brigadier  General 
Alexander  I'..   Haig,  of  the  National  Security  Council  Staff, 
advised  that  a  serious  security  leak  had  occurred  con- 
cerning United  States  involvement  in  Cambodia,   He  requested 
that  as  soon  as  possible  a  telephone  surveillance  be 
instituted,  if  feasible,  on  the  residence  and  office  of 

A- 

A  survey  is  being  conducted  to  detei-r.ins  if 
._i.t  Is  -feasible  to  iusta.!!  a.  xeiephone  surveillance  on 
him.   If  it  is  determined  to  be  feasible  and  you  approve, 
this  installation  will  be  placed  by  this  Bureau,- 


Respectfully, 

J John  Edgar  Hoover 
Director 


^. 


Approved:        j^f^UZPT/ 6',ZU  iiZrTTJ^ 


/u 


Date; 


TOP  SECRET 

Group  1 
Excluded  from  autonatic 
downgrading  and 
declassification 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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MR.  LAIRD:   Well,  as  far  as  the  Italian 
Company  is  concerned  in  the  service  of  the  Sixth 
Fleet,  I  would  rather  not  get  into  that  particular 
subject  because  I  will  not  make  a  categorical  statement 
that  there  was  no  oil  from  the  Italian  companies  that 
flowed  to  the  Sixth  Fleet,  and  I  don't  want  to  get  into 
that.   I  don't  want  to  get  into  the  question  of  leakage 
of  the  embargo  and  there  is  no  sense  —  the  more 
leakage  we  have  the  better  off  we  are,  but  why  talk 
about  it? 

But  there  was  some  leakage. 

Q    Aren't  you  pretty  indignant  about  the 
Arabs  giving  this  kind  of  orders? 

MR.  LAIRD:   I  ajn  certainly  very  much  against 
the  embargo. 

(Laughter) 

But  I  don't  think  the  embargo  by  itself 
is  as  important  in  the  long-term  as  the  question  of 
price . 


ro 


Mr.  Laird,  do  you  think  that  your 
telephone  was  wiretapped,  and  if  so,  what  is  your 
reaction  to  that? 

MR.  LAIRD:    Well,  I  know  my  telephone  was 
not  tapped,  at  least  the  National  Security  Agency 
reported  to  me,  and  I  had'them  check  my  phones  regularly 
and  if  those  reports  v;ere  not  correct,  then  they  have 
got  pretty  bad  equipment.   I  think  that  the  confusion 
that  you  speak  of  comes  from  a  wiretap  that  v;as  announced 
on  my  military  assistant  and  there  are  some  conversations 
—  because  I  v/ouid  talk  to  him  probably  several  times  at 
night  --  there  perhaps  are  some  conversations  that  came 
through  that  tap  to  which  some  people  looking  at  various 
material  may  be  misled  that  there  was  a  tap  on  my  phone. 

Q    Why  was  that  put  on,  and  who  did  that? 

MR.  LAIRD:   I  don't  know.   I  was  very 
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disappointed  by  it. 

Q    Who  did  it? 

MR.  LAIRD:   The  FBI. 

Q    Why?  And  what  is  his  name? 

MR.  LAIRD:   He  is  one  of  the  most  brilliant 
officers'.   I  think  he  is  probably  the  most  brilliant 
military  officer  that  I  have  ever  come  into  contact 
with,, and  I  have  come  in  contact  with  many  of  them. 

Q    Let's  have  his  name  for  the  record. 

MR.  LAIRD:   It  is  General  Robert  Pursley 
who  served  as  my  military  assistant.   He  was  a  very 
fine  military  officer,  and  I  have  complete  and  total 
confidence  in  him,  and  I  was  disappointed,  but  I  am 
not  going  to  get  into  it. 

Q    Who  ordered  it? 

MR.  LAIRD:   The  FBI. 

Q    Somebody  ordered  the  FBI,  didn't  they? 
Dr.  Kissinger? 

MR.  LAIRD:   No,  Dr.  Kissinger  has  assured 
me  that  he  did  not  order  it.   He  gave  them  a  list  of 
people  that  had  inl^orp.a^^l  nn  nhnn^-  f|]o  -t; -i  ir.p  of  thp 
Cambodian  hording  story  appeared  by  Bill  Beacher.   Now 
this  is  when  this sort  of  took  place.   I  would  only 
say  that  I  had  felt  that  the  Cambodian  bombing  story 
would  sooner  or  later  surface  anyway.   As  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  1967  and  1968  I  advocated  hitting  the  sanctuaries 
when  I  was  a  member  of  the  Defense  Appropriations  Committee. 
They  were  flying  the  flag  of  the  North  Vietnamese.   They 
were  occupied  territories  of  the  North  Vietnamese.   They 
were  being  used  to  kill  Americans.   And  I  advocated, when 
I  became  Secretary  of  Defense,  hitting  those  sanctuaries . 
It  v;as  not  for  military  reasons  that  those  strikes  were 
kept  secret.   It  was  for  diplomatic  reasons.   And  the 
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Defense  Department,  and  I  as  Secretary  of  Defense,  felt 
that  we  could  support  the  bombing  in  the  sanctuary 
areas  and  get  great  support  in  the  Congress  for  it  at 
the  time,  and  I  had  no  problem  with  that  at  all.   Now 
the  fact  that  the  story  came  out,  written  by  Bill 
Beacher,  just  as  a  matter  —  I  noticed  Arthur  Schleisinger 
in  his  book  said  that  I  somehow  or  other  had  not  told 
the  truth  about  this  because  of  some  State  Department 
statement  that  was  made  that  the  State  Department  had 
no  record  that  there  was  a  diplomatic  reason  for  not 
talking  about  this.   Well,  I  called  Secretary  Rogers 
the  day  after  the  State  Department  briefer  —  and  that 
was  this  last  year  —  made  that  statement,  and  you  willl 
note  that  the  State  Department  briefer  changed  his 
position  the  next  morning,  because  the  diplomatic 
reasons  for  handling  the  bom±)ings  in  the  sanctuaries 
the  way  it  was  handled  came  from  the  advice  which  the 
President  received  from  his  National  Security  Adviser 
and  from  the  Secretary  of  State.   There  was  no  military 
reason. 


Nov/  the  Beacher  story  was  written  on  the 
basis  of  a  story  that  appeared  in  the  London  Times 
some  48  hours  before  he  wrote.   A  correspondent  had 
flown  over  the  border  and  he  saw  certain  craters 
in  Cambodia  and  the  London  Times  came  out  with  this 
particular  story.   Bill  Beacher,  being  an  enterprising 
young  reporter,  went  out  and  started  checking  this  out 
and  he  couldn't  get  denials  because  I  wouldn't  deny  it 


1 


si  The  T^nerica/i  people  now  have  an  image 

of  the  Pentagon  spying  on  the  VJhite  House,  and  the 
\"Jhite  House  spying  on  the  Pentagon.   Now  this  was 
during  your  era  and  hayday  during  the  Pentagon,   \7hat 
do  you  think  led  to  all  of  this?  VJas  there  a  breakdown 
in  communication,  and  was  this  a  serious  flaw? 

^1R.  LAIRD:   No,  I  don't  think  there  was  a 
breakdown  in  communications.   Certainly  as  far  as  I 
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13.1     SUMMAEIES  OF  FBI  LETTERS  BEPORTING  ON  SURVEILLANCE 
OF  THREE  GOVERMENT  EMPLOYEES 

MR.  A. 

Reports  were  sent  to  the  President  on  May  11,  1970,  and  to 
H.R.  Haldeman  on  May  18,  1970,  with  respect  to  surveillance  of  Mr.  A. 
a  State  Department  employee  on  the  ambassadorial  level.   One  of  the 
summaries  reported  a  contact  with  a  former  official  in  a  prior  admin- 
istration inquiring  as  to  Mr.  A's  position  on  the  Cambodia  situation 
and  advising  Mr.  A.  of  a  meeting  of  individuals  opposing  the  present 
Administration's  policy.   The  summary  sent  to  Haldeman  apparently  re- 
flected physical  surveillance  of  this  meeting  discussed  in  the  pre- 
vious report  and  identified  a  number  of  those  in  attendance. 

Following  a  conversation  between  Haldeman  and  J.  Edgar  Hoover, 
a  second  report  to  Haldeman  on  May  18,  1970,  provided  more  information 
about  the  presence  of  one  of  the  participants  at  the  meeting. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect 
the  privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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OF  THREE  GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES 

MR.  G. 
Summaries  of  electronic  surveillance  on  Mr.  G.,  a  Defense 
Department  employee  were  sent  on  May  18,  June  25,  August  13, 
September  22,  October  23  and  October  29,  1970.   Summaries  reported 
Mr.  G.'s  dissatisfaction  with  his  job  and  its  emotional  effect  upon  him. 
There  were  reports  of  Mr.  G.'s  contacts  with  political  figures  in 
prior  administrations  about  the  general  conduct  of  the  Vietnam  war. 

None  of  the  summaries  reported  on  discussions  of  classified 
material.   Detailed  material  contained  in  the  summaries  has  been  with- 
held from  publication  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  involved. 
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MR.  H. 

None  of  the  sunimaries  furnished  to  the  House  Judiciary  Committee 
contained  references  to  infoirmation  obtained  by  the  electronic  surveillance 
of  Mr.  H. ,  a  State  Department  employee  on  the  ambassadorial  level. 
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Mr.  Kissinger.  [Deleted.]  The  origin  of  thU  particular  program 
was  a  meeting  in  the  President's  office  which  I  have  describeil  to  3^011, 
and  in  which  the  Presitlent  ordered  the  use  of  wiretaps,  and  in  which 
mj-  contribution  was  to  tlescribe  leaks  that  had  occurred.  I  would  sum 
up  the  problem  at  the  time  as  follows — and  I  had  asked  myself  this 
question  very  much;  Did  I  have  any  reason  to  suppose  "that  the 
Government  was  doing  anything  wrong?  And  second,  was  I,  in  exe- 
cuting orders  that  I  thought  were  legal,  doing  anything  that  was 
wrong  or  illegal? 

I  can  say  that  the  idea  that  this  was  not  common  practice  or  that 
this  was  in  any  sense  illegal,  simply  never  crossed  my  mind.  I  believed, 
when  the  Director  of  the  FBI  said  this  had  been  common  practice  in 
every  pre\-ious  administration,  that  it  was  a  distasteful  program  that 
was  being  reinstituted  in  this  administration.  I  do  not  from  my  ovnti 
knowledge  know  that  this  program  was  carried  out  in  previous  ad- 
ministrations. 

I  have  been  told  since,  again  by  many  people  who  should  know, 
that  it  was  carried  out  in  previous  administrations. 

As  to  m}^  own  role,  I  think,  what  you  have  seen  will  support  that  I 
confined  my  participation  scrupulously  to  individuals  who  had  had 
access  to  the  information,  and  that  nobody  was  penaUzed  as  a  result 
of  this.  On  the  contrary,  many  of  the  people  who  were  part  of  the  pro- 
o;ram  became  my  closest  associates,  and  others  who  had  been  part  of 
this  program  had  been  kept  on  my  staff  against  very  strong  opposition 
from  many  quarters.  [Deleted.] 

And  after  this  one  program  I  did  not  participate  in  any  other 
internal  security  program  of  the  administration  so  none  of  these 
memorandums  to  which  Senator  Symington  referred  to  this  morning, 
the  Huston  program,  the  Plumber  program,  or  whatever  else  was  done, 
or  the  approach  to  Mr.  Helms  in  the  Watergate  episode,  was  conducted 
mth  any  knowledge  of  my  office  or  of  me  personally.  I  think  this  is 
what  the  committee  should  keep  in  mind  when  it  assesses  the  degree 
of  my  own  propensit}'  to  use  such  tactics. 

Senator  Muskie.  When  the  experience  of  pre\'iou3  administrations 
was  described,  was  it  described  as  being  used  to  imcover  leaks? 

Mr.  Kissinger.  It  was  described  as  ha\'ing  been  used  to  imcover 
leaks  and  to  protect  national  security  information.  But  I  might  have 
been  remiss  in  not  inquiring  furthei-  into  it. 

Senator  Muskte.  I  am  not  nuiking  that  judgment  necessarily. 

Mr.  Kissinger.  That  is  how  it  was  described  to  me. 

Senator  Muskie.  You  see,  I  make  a  distinction  between  national 
security  as  a  justification,  and  leaks.  To  close  leaks  and  sources  of 
leaks  would  require  a  surveillance  effort  that  could  be  as  wide  as  the 
2J2  million  ci\-il  servants  of  this  Government.  If  the  closing  of  leaks 
is  a  sufficient  justification,  there  is  no  limit.  I  gather,  of  course,  from 
your  testimony  that  there  were  limits  to  this  in  actual  fact.  But  if  you 
establish  it  as  a  principle,  then  the  principle  is  prettv  hard  to  contain. 

[Dele  ted. 1 

basis    for    INITI.\TING   WIRET.\P5 

Senator  Muskie.  Now  with  respect  to  each  \viretap  initiated  as  a 
result  of  the  name  that  you  provided,  was  that  related  to  a  specific 
leak  of  specific  information?  I  know  you  couldn't  recall.  But  was  it 
your  impression  that  it  was  a  specific  leak  of  specific  information  or 
a  fishing  expedition? 
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Senator  Symington.   Well,  you  see,  Senator  Javits' 
question  is  extremely  pertinent  because  we  would  like  to  know 
V7hy  first  the  tap  was  put  on  and  secondly,  why  it  was  taken 
off  so  quick,  1  mean  if  we  are  going  to  get  the  facts. 

You  say  he  went  on  the  White  House  — 

Mr.  Richardson.   The  reason  it  was  put  on  was  simply 
that  papers  flowed  through  his  hands.   It  was  not  a  question 
of  the  existence  of  any  suspicion. 

Senator  S3miington.   Well,  things  happened,  he  resigned, 
he  retired.   He  was  not  discharged. 

Mr.  Richardson.   That  is  true. 

Senator  Symington.   And  I  would  like  to  leave  it  right 
there. 

Now,  you  say  that  you  returned  the  record  from  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  how  do  you  know  he  has  not 
got  these  tapes,  these  tapes.   It  is  very  easy  to  copy  a  tape. 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.   Well,  the  records  are  fairly  voluminous. 
Senator,  and  what  I  think  Mr.  Ehrlichman  did  simply  —  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  simply  held  the  taps   as  custodian  from  the  White 
House  after  they  were  transferred  from  the  FBI  to  the  l^ite 
House. 

Senator  Symington.   Ky  next  to  the  last  question  would 


be  have  you  taken  any  action  against  anybody  as  a  result  of 
information  thac  you  received  on  these  tapes? 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.   The  FBI  has  taken  no  action  at  all. 
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Senator  Symington.   No,  I  meant  —  we  talk  about  raw 
files,  and  again,  if  I  may  quote  my  colleague  from  New  York, 
they  may  be  raw  to  us  but  they  are  not  raw  to  you,  and  you 
know  the  facts,  and  we  don't.   My  question  would  be  based 
on  the  information  that  was  in  the  tapes  has  any  action  been 
taken  with  respect  to  anybody  who  was  tapped? 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus.  I  think  Dr.  Kissinger  would  be  the 
best  witness  to  that.  Senator,  because  the  purpose  of  the 
taps  themselves  was  to  discover  whether  any  of  these  indi- 
viduals was  the  source  of  leaks  and  there  could  be  no  way 
you  could  tell  from  that  information  just  exactly  how  it  could 
be  put  together  with  other  information  that  could  lead  to 
that  conclusion. 

Mr.  Richardson.   The  other  corollary  of  what  Mr. 
Ruckelshaus  has  said  is  there  is  nothing  in  the  report  we 
have  been  discussing  in  itself  establishes  that  either  an 
individual  was  the  source  of  leaked  information  or  that  any 
action  was  taken  with  regard  to  him  as  a  consequence  of  the 
taps. 

Senator  Symington.   Would  you  file  for  the  record,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  those  people  in  the  government  who  have 
seen  the  raw  files  in  this  particular  case  and  also  file  for 
the  record  the  names  of  anybody  outside  the  government  who 
has  a  copy  of  the  FBI  report? 

Mr.  Richardson.   I  certainly  can't  do  the  latter  because 
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\V(t.L!A^(  D.  RtJcrcELSHACS,  Acting  O.-i-.ECTOP.,  FBI,  Pncss  CoxrEitKNcr.,  ^f.vr  14, 

1973,  2:00  P.M. 

^!'.".  CoNMV.  Goofl  afti-rnoon.  Thia  .'s  a.a  od  the  rcrr,rcl  notvs  ci^nforcnce  v.i;h 
William  D.  Riick»;Wi:iiJs,  Actinj;  Director  of  the  FBI.  Mr.  I;uck-r-I,hiii:s  his  a 
briei'  :-f:ueinont,  after  vs-hich  he'll  ho  plei-crl  t'>  respncd  to  any  qt;.— iiidti^.  The.-e 
are  h;incl  microphones  oc  the  sidM  of  the  roo.oi  may  I  .su,^:;e>t  it  will  ijf  c;i-ier  i>)T 
all  of  us  to  hear  if  you  Uje  tho.-e  uhea  you  do  ask  your  qut'-'ti'ins.  Thore  b  a 
background  paper  on  wiretapping  that's  avaiiahle  to  you.  Vou  may  use  it.  a.s  jou 
see  fit.  Ttere  is  also  a  text  of  M!r.  RucVr^iihaus'  statement  and  a  fuii  trnn.scnpt  of 
the  eatire  news  conference  v:\\\  be  available,  hopefully,  later  today. 

Mr.  RucKELsa-\.G3.  Gentlemen,  I'd  like  to  read  thi.s  statement,  in  its  ectiretr 
Eo  that  we  have  this  problem  in  conte.tt  before  your  questions. 

Shcrth"  after  as.suming  this  job,  my  attention  wa-s  drawn  to  several  newspaper 
and  periodical  accounts  of  electronic  .surveiLiances,  better  known  a.s  wiretaps, 
ha'.ing  been  placed  on  telephones  of  govemtceat  employees  and  newiniea  in  an 
eSort  to  -^tem  the  leaks  of  informatiira  related  to  highly  sensitive  forciccn  policy 
i3.;ues.  Upon  inquiry,  I  was  informed  by  FBI  employees  that  these  surveillances 
had  been  performed  and  that  the  records  relating  to  them  were  missing  from  the 
FBI  n!ej.  .A.Lso  the  question  had  been  raised  in  the  Ellsberg  trial  whether  informa- 
tion from  these  alleged  tap.s  had  been  used  by  the  prcsectition  in  any-  way  and  thus 
tainted  the  evidence. 

As  a  result  of  this  information,  I  immediately  ordered  an  investigation  Into  the 
facts  surrounding  the  taps  and  the  missing  records.  The  investigation  was  started 
Friday,  May  4,  1973,  and  was  conducted  under  my  personal  supervisioQ  by 
highly  skilled  FBI  personnel  at  Headquarters.  Forty-two  separate  inter\-iews 
we.'^  conducted,  aU  by  Headquarters  personnel,  and  included  travel  to  Phoenis, 
Arizona;  Tampa,  Florida;  Savaimah,  Georgia;  Kew  York  City;  and  Stamford, 
Connecticut. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  from  May,  1969,  to  February,  1971,  based  oa 
consultations  between  the  Director  of  the  FBI  and  the  White  Hoxise,  certaia 
wiretaps  Tfere  instituted  in  an  effort  to  pinpoint  responsibility  for  leaks  of  highly- 
sensitive  and  classified  information  which,  in  the  oplaion  of  those  charged  with 
conducting  our  foreign  policy,  were  compromising  the  Nation's  effectiveness  in 
negotiations  and  other  dealings  with  foreign  powers. 

There  was  a  total  of  17  wiretaps  placed  for  thLj  purpose.  Four  were  placed  on 
newsmen  as  the  potential  recipients  of  leaks  and  thirteen  on  government  employees 
83  the  potential  sources.  The  taps  were  on  for  varying  lengths  of  time  dimng  the 
period  in  question;  two  for  as  little  as  30  days  and  one  for  as  long  as  21  months. 

These  requests  were  handled  in  the  same  way  as  other  requests  involving 
national  security  for  a  number  of  years  and  in  prior  .XdministratioDS.  When  a 
government  agency  or  the  White  House  requests  surveillance  the  request  is  studied 
by  the  senior  officiab  of  the  FBI,  and  if  the  Director  approves,  authority  is  then 
requested  from  the  Attorney  General.  If  he  approves,  as  was  done  In  this  case,  the 
surveillance  commences,  summaries  are  prep^ired  from  the  logs,  which  are  trans- 
mitted to  the  interested  agency,  or  as  in  this  case,  the  White  House. 

Because  of  the  sensitivity  of  these  particular  surveillances,  the  records  were 
very  closely  held;  first  in  the  Director's  OSce  and  then  on  the  Director's  orders 
under  the  custody  of  Mr.  W.  C.  Sullivan  who  was  an  .Assistant  to  the  Di.'ector. 

The  investigation  indicates  that  sometime  in  the  summer  of  1071,  after  the 
taps  were  uU  taken  off,  Mr.  Sullivan  contacted  Mr.  Robert  JMaxdian,  who  was  then 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Internal  Security  Division,  and 
informed  him  of  the  nature  of  these  records  and  recommended  that  they  be  trans- 
ferred to  The  ^Vhite  House.  According  to  Mr.  >[ardian,  the  recommendation  waa 
made  on  the  claim  by  Mr.  Sullivan  that  Mr.  Hoover  might  use  the  records  in 
some  manner  against  the  Attorney  General  or  the  President.  Mr.  Sullivan  does  not 
afnnn  Mr.  Mardian's  claim.  There  is  certainly  no  proof  that  Mr.  Hoover  had 
such  intention  but  the  charge  had  its  desired  etiect.  According  to  Mr.  Martiian,  he 
iniormed  Mr.  Mitchell,  who  in  turn  inforr'.ed  The  White  House.  The  records  were 
taken  from  the  files  by  Mr.  Sullivan,  who  ordered  them  given  to  Mr.  Mardian,  who 
delivered  them  to  The  White  House. 

When  the  FBI  discovered  the  recorcis  were  missing  upon  JMr.  Sullivan's  retire- 
men;  ia  the  faU  of  1971,  it  commenced  an  inqtiiry  which  ended  when  Mr.  Hoover 
was  infpmied  by  Mr.  Mitchell  that  the  records  had  been  destroyed.  It  should  be 
noted  that  Mr.  iSIitchell  has  denied  making  such  a  statement  to  Mr.  Hoover. 
This  conflict  cannot  be  resolved  because  of  Mr.  Hoover's_  death.  Mr.  Mitchell, 
however,  conSrmed  that  the  records  v.ere  moved  to  The  White  House. 


(308) 


13.4     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  NEWS  CONFERENCE,   MAY  14,    1973,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE 
SESSION,    272-73 


273 

III  :my  ev<;iit,  the  FBt  acCHptfd  thf;  prom;;.--  '.hat  the  rf.corrls  had  be^n  d'fstroyF-ri, 
utid  when.  I  as.-iiinied  my  present  poaitir)!!,  I  h;id  no  rcas'm  to  beltove  th:it  '.he 
reC'jrd.s  wero  .-still  inf.act.  It  v.-ii?  not  until  la^i  'f  imrjday  nic;ht  that  r);ir  invt:.;i^2- 
tina  .-i.'vuiiled,  durini;  j.n  iiit-rvies"/  ■.■.ith  .\[r.  ^iard-ian  ia  r'lif;'rni:;,  ih-j.1  t'o-  ro'-.u^ds 
prohab'y  s.:;Il  nxistod  and  inis^ht  be  ia  The  Wliice  Hon.-ie. 

The  next  day  the  record.i  were  located  in  The  vVhite  Honje,  having  bet^n  hied 
in  ;i  .iife  ia  Mr.  IJhrlichman'i  outer  ofFioe. 

Unforiunaiely,  the  records  v/ere  not  located  in  ticie  to  respond  to  .I>id-.:e  Byrne's 
inquirieTj  abnut  the  potential  taint  of  evidor;.:!  in  the  E'L-ber^  trial.  Th^  inter- 
ception of  Elisberg's  conversations  all  occu.TC-d  when  he  was  either  n  suesC  of 
Morton  Hatperin,  National  Seciu^ity  Coiincll,  or  conversing  v.ith  him.  It  wa.s  one 
of  th'jse  CO."  vernations  of  Mr.  ELLsheri;  which  I  had  iafornied  the  Jud^e  on  Wednes- 
day, May  9,  10~3,  had  be*ri  remembered  by  one  of  O'lr  cmploye-^s  v>ho  had 
inonirored  the  tape.  Of  course,  v>-h.-:ther  the  location  of  the  rt-curda  v.-oald  have 
had  any  a^tct  oa  the  Judge's  decision  is  not  for  me  to  say. 

On  ;^itu^day  an  FBI  Agent  and  I  went  to  Tht^  White  Koiise,  identiiisd  and 
ret—leved  ihe  reeords  and  they  now  rest  in  the  FBI  file:-. 

The  iavestigaciija  was  coaducted  with  skill,  speed  and  effectiveness  by  the 
FBI  aad  rs3-iir,ed  in  the  full  retrieval  of  the  records.  I  believe  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  reveal  these  facts  so  that  this  story  can  be  put  in  proper  perspective. 

Xox  I  have  two  naore  points  that  I  waci  to  .T.ake,  gentlemen.  One  is  that  I 
recoa::i::e  how  very  etnotiooai  the  question  o:  wiretaps  is  in  our  society,  and  I 
asked  at  the  tisae  tiiis  investigatioa  started  that  a  history  of  the  use  of  electroaic 
surveiliajices  or  wiretaps  in  the  FBI  or  by  the  FBI  be  prepared.  The  handout 
that  yon  now  have  or  is  available  is  the  resiJt  of  that  inquiry.  I  felt  that  ths 
history  was  informative  aad  good  enough  that  it  warranted  being  handed  out  ac 
this  press  conference  so  that  again  these  taps  can  be  placed  in  that  historical 
perspective.  Secondly,  since  I  am  sure  it  will  be  one  of  the  first  questions,  I  want  to 
touch  on  the  reasons  why  I  have  not  revealed  the  names  of  the  17  people  who 
were  placed  under  electronic  survedlance  during  the  course  of  this  effort  to  stetn 
the  leaks.  At  first  I  felt  it  was  probably  a  good  thing  to  reveal  these  names  in  the 
interest  of  openness  and  letting  the  public  know  precisely  what  happened.  And 
upon  reflection  I  concluded  that  the  potential  harm  to  be  done  by  the  release  of 

C these  names  outweighed  the  good  tbiit  cotild  result  in  the  openness  of  revealing 
them.  The  potential  harm  is  clear  to  the  employees  of  the  Government  Ln  that 
their  positions  in  the  Government  since  they  were  at  least  once  under  suspicion 
and  most,  if  not  all  of  them,  have  since  been  exonerated,  might  be  jeopardized. 
It's  less  clear  as  to  the  ne^^smen  as  to  why  the  names  would  not  be  released,  but 
again,  upon  refiection  and  a  certain  degree  of  agonizing  I  concluded  that  the 
potential  was  still  there  for  some  harm  to  be  done  by  revealing  their  names  to 
the  public.  .And  I  was  finally  persuaded  by  the  realization  that  if  I  made  a  mistake 
in  releasing  the  names  there  was  nothing  I  co-old  do  about  it,  but  ii  I  make  a 
mistake  in  not  releasing  them  I  can  always  rectify  that  mistake  by  doing  so  later. 
So  in  response  to  any  of  your  questions  as  to  what  these  names  are,  or  who  Ls 
invblved,  my  answer  will  be  the  same  and  that  is  that  I  will  neither  confirm  nor 
deny  that  any  of  the  nacnes  that  you  request  are  the  subjects  of  this  surveillance. 
I'U  now  attempt  to  answer  your  questions. 

LE.\KS   RESULTING    IN    SUBMISSION    OF    PARTICULAR   XAIIE 

The  Ch.mrman.  Could  you  indicate  what  leaks,  for  example, 
occurred  that  resulted  in  the  submission  of  a  particular  name?  Does 
this  occur  in  the  summary? 

■Mr.  Ricaj-RDSON.  No,  it  does  not.  The  summary  only  contains 
the  sori;  of  general  background  that  was  described  by  Sir.  Ruckelshaus 
in  his  May  14  statement  and  later  by  the  President  in  his  May  22 
statement. 

.\ttornsy  general's  requests  for  taps 

The  Ca.viR.\i.\x.  Does  the  summary  indicate  whether  or  not  the 
Attorney  Generiil  requested  any  names  to  be  tapped? 

Mr.  P-ICH.^ROSON.  There  are  two  ip.s-auces — 1  want  Bill  to  hear 
thi-- — the  chairman's  questiuti  was  does  the  sunuiiary  imiicaie  any 
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.XL-.  Cc.-.-ii  _ 

V.-.  o.i:-i— . 
-3    :  VlT.  E."  S.  Miller  d,\te:   5/13/73  .  iii'^'t^V" 

l-J'-r.  Ep.rdloy  vl-.v-i.r"-" 


-<==K^  1-ra-.  Felt    ^'---i;-- 

J-r.  T.  J.  Smith  J^^'  l-Mr.  E,  S.Mili'ir"..-'' 

J  U,  N  cr_  l-),lr.  V.-a Iters  tV;^.;^!""-. 
/7)  I     l-llr.  V/annall  ••■■•Si-'- 
SUDjtcT:  SEIsSITIVE  CO'.TRAGS  PLACED  AT  TKS  _l,-\             1-l'j:  .  T.  J.  S  rait-- -"■"-"'' 
REQUEST  OF  THE  V/HITE  HOUSE  "  V 

Pursuant  to  instructions  of  ths  Acticg  Director,  I 
met  hia  at  11:00  AM  on  5/12/73  in  the  office  of  llr.  Leonard 
Garment  at  rooa  123  of  the  Executive  Office  Buildiag.   ',Ve 
net  Mr.  Fred  Buzhirdt  who  took  us  to  a  rcon  with  a  vault  and 
turned  over  to  us  tr/o  sealed  boxes  which  v/e  determined  to  be 
official  records  of  the  FBI  v/hich  had  been  in  the  protective 
custody  of  xorT::er  Assistant  to  the  Director  y/illiac.  C.  Sullivan 
prior  to  his  retireneat  in  October,  1971. 

;•  2  Mr.  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  examined 

9.  f  and  that  a  receipt  describing  them  should- be  prepared^  and  signed 

»  "  'Jt.  by'ne  before  they  v/sre  renjoved  from  the  vault,   I  then  proceeded 

I  o  '^  to  examine  the  records  and  rcake  an  invcntoi-y  in  the  form  of  a 

f ''^  !2  r^cei"'*'-.-   E^<^^'  hnv  v>.'as  invpntoTTpd  sppp-rnrpl y  and  a  r.ctny    nf    -thn 

^  t' oj  receipt  prepared  by  ine  is  attached  for  inforraatiou. 

■1  C)  O 

_,•  -J  I  finished  the  inventory  at  about  2:30  Pi!  and  Vir.  Garr:ent 

z  then  looked  over  the  inventory  receipt  and  I  signed  out  of  the 

ilt^o   vault  vith  th3  t7/o  boxes  of  records  at  2:45  Pit.   A  Secret  Service 
tl  o  c   Agent  wlio  had  remained  in  the  vault  area  v/hilo  the  records  were 
o  o  :H   being  inventoried  drove  -le  to  the  Federal  Triangle  Building  vhere 
the  Intelligence  Division  is  located.   The  records  are  presently 
being  maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  your  office. 

The  two  boxes  contain  the  original  logs  of  intercepts  of* 
the  various  electronic  surveillances  operated;  the  original,  sigaed 
letters  to  the  Attorney  General,  each  signed  by  him,  rcc'uesting 
authorization  to  install  the  electronic  surveillances;  Original 
letters  to  president  :rixon,  Dr.  Kissinger,  l'!x .    Haldeman,  and  Mr. 
Enrlich-an  I'cporting  on  the  results  of  the  electronic  surveil lances t 
the  FBI  yollc.v  file  copies  on  the  above-mentioned  letters;  copies 
of  letters  to  the  Attorney  General  advising  of  discontinuances  oz 
the  electronic  surveillances;  cover  r-c.-oranda  relatinj;  to  le-^tcrs 
to  the  Attorney  General,  The  President,  Dr.  Kissinger,  Vr.  I:alcc::az. 
<and  y±- .    r,hrlicr.:.-.aa:  r;iGceli:inoou3  other  corrci^ponccnce.  incl'-idia;; 

cables  to  and  from :  rolalin[:  to  elcctroiiic  survciliance 

covcrar:o  r.rrr.ncod  by  our there,  and  general  bac"-:grc-:a~ 


Enclosures 


I  VI  jy  0  6  u- 1 J 


■-  -^ 


'-\  ^-  -7- 


rjr;:LS  [^  ■  ,  >.   j' •■:,■'  -•'"•t  '?7'1\T-. TIT'-T  f^-. 


".  *r~? 


U  ±J1; 


V-  1 

NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANkMg 

MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  W'^ 

PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY  * 

DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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Indistinct   document   retyped  by 
House^ Judiciary  Committee  staff 


In  a  preliminary  review  of    the  various   suannaries   furnished 
to    the  I'rnite  House,    nothing  was   found  which  would   indicate    that 
a  violation   of   Federal   law  was   deteniined   fron   the   electronic 
sur'/eillance   coverage,    nor   was    there   any   specific    instance    of 
information  being   leaked   in   a   surreptitious   sannar    to   unauthorized. 


7 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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L 


In  Vi   r)rclir.inr_ry  rcviev/  ox    the   vr.ricxis   r;viri."2rics    lunrnichcd 
to    the   Vf^itc    V.ov.so,    nothins   v/as    loxxnd  -"lich  voiilcl    lt:dacr.tG   tha^:  ■ 
a   violation   of    rcdoral    lav;  v,?.s    dctcrn-.incd  from   tlia    electronic 
Burvcillnnce    cov^r-^rrc .    r.-^"  —   "    '. "     ■        ■.    ;■  -^i  ^    r    ir  -:.  -•.-..•=••   •■. 


-   7 
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14.     In  June  1969,  John  Ehrlichman  directed  John  Caulfield  to  have  a 
wiretap  installed  on  the  office  telephone  in  the  home  of  Washington  news- 
paper columnist  Joseph  Kraft.   Ehrlichman  has  testified  that  he  dis- 
cussed the  proposed  wiretap  with  the  President,  but  that  he  did  not  know 
the  wiretap  was  ever  instituted.   The  wiretap  was  installed  by  a  former 

Chief  of  Security  for  the  Republican  National  Committee  with  the  aid 
of  a  Secret  Service  employee.   It  remained  in  place  for  one  week  during 

which  Kraft  was  not  at  home.   Caulfield  has  testified  that  Ehrlichman 

then  told  him  to  cancel  the  operation.   At  the  same  time.  Deputy  FBI 

Director  William  Sullivan  was  ordered  by  FBI  Director  Hoover  to  travel 

to  a  European  country  and  arrange  for  electronic  surveillance  of  Kraft. 

A  19-page  summary  of  conversations  overheard  from  a  surreptitious 

listening  device  in  Kraft's  hotel  room  was  prepared,  which  was  sent 

to  Ehrlichman. 


Page 

xH.j.  John  Caulfield  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

March  16,  197A,  24-26,  3-4,  8-11 314 

14.2  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  6  SSC  2535 323 

14.3  Summary  of  FBI  file  on  Joseph  Kraft  wiretap,  June 

1973,  prepared  by  House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 324 
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24 

1  socie  things,  to  speed  this  up? 

2  Mr.  Lenzner.   Sure. 
(Discussion  of  the  record.) 
Mr.  Sears.   For  the  record,  I  think  it  would  be  a  good 
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idea,  since  we  have  gone  through  various  chronological  points 
here  with  the  questions  that  have  been  asked,  if  Jack  could  just 
in  a  narrative,  perhaps,  state  his  recollection  of  the  sequence 
of  the  events  that  transpired  in  regard  to  the  Kraft  wiretap. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   That's  fine. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Well,  we  started  with  June  of  '69  when 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  called  me  in  and  indicated  he  wanted  to  -  in  a 
high  national  security  priority  matter  -  he  wanted  to  have  a 
wiretap  installed  on  the  home  telephone  of  Joseph  Kraft. 

1  immediately  indicated  to  him  that  I  felt,  since  it  was 
a  national  security  matter, that  it  would  properly  be  within 
the  purview  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

He  indicated  that  the  FBI  was  a  "CiV*,  and  that  he  wanted 
the  matter  handled  in  this  fashion;  he  also  indicated  at  that 
time  -  and  I  don't  recall  the  specifics  the  matter  related  to  - 
the  Cambodian  situation,  which  at  that  time  was  of  deep  concern 
in  the  country. 

I  subsequently  contacted  Mr.  Jack  Ragan  of  the  Republican 
National  Committee  and  indicated  to  him  that  I  had  this 
directive  from  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  it  was  a  high  priority  national 
security  matter,  and  thev  v/anted  a  v/iretao  installed  st  Mr.   , 
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Kraft's  residence.   Mr.  Ragan  and  I  wenn  out  and  took  a  lock  at 
Mr.  Kraft's  residence,  and  we  both  came  to  a  consensus  agreement 
that  it  was  very  difficult  a  matter  to  handle,  Mr.  Kraft  lived 
in  a  very  prestigious  area  of  Georgetown.   I  went  back  and  spoke 
to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  reported  that  back  to  him. 

He  indicated  that  it  had  to  be  done,  and  I  was  to  attemp-t 
to  proceed  to  have  the  wiretap  installed.   I  so  directed  Mr. 
Ragen  to  attempt  to  see  what  he  could  do  with  respect  to  the 
wiretap.   I  learned  subsequently  that  Mr.  Ragan  went  out  and 
with. an  individual  from  New  York  whom  I  con't  know,  apparently 
insralled  some-sort  of  a  device  on  the  rear  pole  of  Mr.  Kraffs 
residence. 

Just  about  that  time  Mr.  Ehrlichman  called  me  in  and  said 
I  was  to  desist-  in  the  matter,  they  had  decided  -  he  didn't 
indicate- who  -rthat  it  had  been  decided  that  the  FBI  was  going  | 
to  take  care  of  the  matter. 

I  went  back  to  Mr.  Ragan  and  we  met  at  the  Congressional 
Hotel,  and  I  told  him  that  I  had  been  directed  that  we  should  n<|) 
longer  be  involved  in  the  matter.   He  said  he  and  another 
gentleman,  whom  he  did  not  identify,  hafi  had  some  success  with 
the  wiretap,  and  presented  ma  with  a  tape  which  allegedly 
contained  some  conversation. 

He,  as  I  recall,  indicated  that  Mr.  Kraft  was  not  on  the 
wiretap,  his  voice  was  not  on-the  wiretap,  there  was  some 
conversation.   As  I  recall  it  might  havs  been  a  maid. 
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I  took  the  tape  back  to  my  office  and  ran  out  part  of  the 
reel,  approximately  30,  40,  50  feet,  and  destroyed  that.   Kept 
the  tape  in  my  office  for  about  a  month  or  two,  and  subsequently 
destroyed  both  the  remainder  of  the  reel  and  the  reel  itself; 
put  it  in  the  burn  bag  in  the  White  House. 

Mr.  Sears.   Thafs  about  it. 

Mr.  Caulfield.  1  did  not  at  any  time  ever  indicate  to 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  there  had  been  a  tape  in  connection  with  his 
directive. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   When  you  say  you  ran  it  out,  Mr.  Caulfield, 
what  does  that  mean  when  you  say  you  "Tan"  the  tape  out?        | 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  -took  the  tape,  unwound  part  of  the  tape, 
I  estimate  maybe  40,  50  feet,  and  destroyed  that  shortly  after 
it  was  given  to  me;  within  a  day  or  two.   I  kept  the  reel  and 
the  tape  in  my  office  and  within  a  morrth  or -two 'thereafter 
decided  to  put  the  reel  and  the  remainder  of  the  tape  as  well 
into  the  burn  bag. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  VZell,  why  did  you  destroy  that  40,  or  50 
feet  of  it  initially? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Well,  Mr.  Ragan  indicated  to  me  that  there 
was  a  short  conversation  on  the  tape  that  he  had  given  to  me; 
I  never  listened  to  it.   I  estimated,  just  a  calculated  guess 
as  to  how  much  it  would  be,  a  minute  or  two,  and  destroyed  that 
part  of  it.   And  then  subsequently  I  put  the  reel  and  the 
remainder  of  the  taae  also  in  the  burn  bag  of  the  White  House. 
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him  this  would  properly  belong  in  the  purview  of  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation,  and  he  indicated  that  the  F3I  was  a 
"Civ.", and  the  matter  would  have  to  be  handled  in  the  manner 
he  was  suggesting.   In  the  manner  he  was  directing. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  he  give  you  any  indication  of  the 
source  for  the  national  security  concern? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  have  trouble  recalling  exactly  what  the 
specifics  were;  the  only  thing  I  recall  is  that  he  made  a 
reference  to  Cambodia. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Do  you  recall  what  the  reference  to  Cambodiz 
was? 

'Ir.  Caulfield.   No,  I  do  not;  but  I  do  specif iccilly  recall 
he  mentioned  the  national  security  matter  had  to  do  with  the 
Cambodian  situation-   He  did  not  ever  explain  ihose  specifics 
to  me. 

Mr.   Lackritz  .li'i^All  right.  V7hen  was- this-meetinq-  in.  Mr. 
Ehrlichman's  offTceV  to  the  best  "of^  youriirecoxrectlon?' 

Mr.  Caulfield.   The  best  "I  recall,  it  was  in' June  of- 1969." 

Mr. Lackritz.   And  did  you  agree  to  follow  Mr.  Ehrlichman's 
direction  and  implement  a  national  security  wiretap? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  agreed  to  evaluate  the  directive,  see  if 
it  could  be  done. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   All  right,  sir.   Could  you  explain  what  you 
did  after  you  left  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  office? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  contacted  Mr.  John  Ragan  subsequent  to 
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the  meeting  and  advised  him  of  the  directive.   And  I  requested 
that  he  and  I  confer  with  the  view  toward  seeing  that  the  wire- 
tap would  be  implemented. 

4  Mr.  Lackritz.   All  right,  who  was  Mr.  John  Ragan? 

5  Mr.  Cauifield.   Mr.  Ragan  was  the  chief  of  security  at  the 

6  Republican  National  Comnittae. 

7  Mr.  -LaclcEitz.   And. how  had  you  known  iMr.  Ragan  from  before? 

8  Mr.  Cauifield.-  I  had  known  him.  since  '63,..  the  campaign 

9  I      Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  Mr.  Ragan  have  the  capability 'oJLtimple- 
■j^Q       mentxng  wiretaps? 

2_2^  Mr.  Cauifield"^  57ell,  Mr.  Raq^an  was  a  former  employee  «f 

22   the  FBI, and  was  knowledgeable  in  the  area  of  wiretapping  during 
-j^2   his  tenure  at  the  FBI 

,-  '■  Mr.  Lackritz.   r  see.   Do  you  Icnow  how -long; he -had- been  irt 

-j_5   the  FBX? 
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.--— Mrl  Cauifield^.  X  know  he  retired  "ifruni"  Uie^rederal  Bureau 
o£  Investigation.   I  have  no  idea  how  long. a  tenure  that"  was^. 

Mr.  Lackritz»   Did  Mr.  Ragan  have  any- wiretapping  capabili-^y 
that  was  used  in  the  1968  Campaign? 

Mr.  Cauifield.   No,  Mr.  Ragan's  function  in  the  1963 
Campaign  was  the  counter-iieasure  security  expert.   In  other 
words,  his  role  would  have  been  to  insure  the  integrity  of  the 
communications  system  of  the  traveling  campaign  staff. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Do  you  mean  by  that  explanation  that  he  had 
a  defensive  sweeping  capability? 
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siibstanca. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   So,  he  directed  you  to  go  ahead  and  carry 
out  the  tap.   Was  there  any  discussion  with  Mr.  Ragan  about  the 
need  for  getting  the  parent  cable  nunibers  of  the  telephone 
lines? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  Mr.  Ragan  request  you  to  obtain  that 
information  for  him? 

Mr-.  Caulfield.   H. don't  specifically  recall  whether- he 
requested,  or  we  both._came  to.  an  agreement,  a  consensus.- agreems-i^ 
that  that  would-be-  necessary  for  him  to  proceed,,  if  he  were- to 
proceed.   At  that  time  there  was  no  hard  judgment  made  that  we 
were  going  to  go  ahead  and  do  it. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I  see.   But  -after  you-spoke  with'Mr; 
Ehrlichman,-  I- take  it  he  directed  you  to  go-  ahead  and  implement 
che"projectl 

Mr.  Caulfield.   He  indicated  he  wanted -it-- done-,  yes'l 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  you  then  secure  the  information  of~ the 
parent  cable  numbers  tor  Mr.  Ragan? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes,  I  was  able  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   And  how  were  you  able  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  contacted  a  personal  friend  of  mine;  and 
I  prefer  not  to  mention  his  name. 

Mr. Lackritz.   Well,  I  think  for  the  purposes  of  the  record 
we  would  like  to  identify  the  individual.   I  believe  that 
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1  individual  was  in  tha  Secret  Service,  is  that  correct? 
I 

2  Mr.  Caulfield.   V/ell,  that  may  well  be,  but  at  this  hearing 

I  prefer  not  to  mention  his  name. 

Mr.  Lackritz.  Well,  let  me  put  it  this  way:  This  record 
5  is  at  the  present  not  for  public  release;  the  Committee  at  some 
g  later  time  may  wish  to  vote  to  release  the  testimony  given  here 
■7  this  morning.  If  in  fact  the  Committee  decides  to  release  the 
Q  testimoy  you  will. have  the  opportunity  of  deleting  information 
that  you  feel  is  not  appropriate  to  be  released  to  the  public. 
But  at  this  time  it  is  appropriate  to  have  you  state  for 

-, -,     >e  record  the  individual  from  whom  you  received  ■ 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  can't  do  that.   I  have  had  trouble  with 
this  particular  area  in  other  forums,  and  I  steadfastly  main- 
tained that  I  don't  think  that's  important  because  the  individu;. 
-.-       who  provided  the  information  was  totally  unaware  of  the  reasons 
for  tBe  wxretapr 

It  was  done  as  a  favor  to  me.  _  It  is  a  person  of  li£e-long 
friendship  and  I  will  not  have  his  name  dragged  into  this.   He 
was  totally  unaware  of  just  what  the  specifics  of  this  matter 
were. 

Mr.  Sears.   Can  we  go  off  the  record? 

Mr.Lenzner.   Let  me  say  one  thing  on  the  record  before 
we  do  that.   The  significance  as  we  see  it  is  not  whether  he 
knew,  or  didn't  know  what  the  purpose  of  that  information  was; 
but  the  question  of  v/hy  he  would  give  you,  as  a  member  of  anoth 
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agency  that  kind  of  information.   That  seems  to  me  to  be 
entirely  appropriate  for  this  Committee  to  have  some  legislative 
review  on. 

Mr.  Sears.   Now  let's  go  off  the  record. 
(Discussion  ort  the  record.) 
Mr.  Lenzner^  Back  on  the  record. 

The  discussion  off  the  record  related  to  the  need  on  Mr. 
Caulfield's  and  Mr..  Sears'  part  to  not  disclose  the  name " — ;  hov 
nany  agents- are  we  talking  about2 
i  Mr..  Caulf ield.  One  agent ;  I 

Mr.  Lenzner.   One  agent  who  furnished. -this -information-i to 
Mr-.  Caulfield..  As  "I  "understand  it,  if  Senator  Ervxn.  is  agreeab 
13  ,.  the  name  of:  that. .individual -wiirbe;-„forwarded  to  Senator-  Ervin 
in  a  letter  .from -Mr.  Sears  and.  Mr.^.Caulfield,  witJi  Senator  __ 
Ervin* s  discretion  to  use  that,  information  as  he-sees  appropria:e; 
and-  tfie  leCter,  wxTL  i"ndxccrE"e-tJiat"tirey^pre:fer=:it:_not:i,b» 
disseminated  widely,  r assumed 

Now,  for  the  record,  was  the  agent  who  furnished "you  that 
employed  by  the  Secret  Service? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Shall  I  indicate  it  at  this  time? 
Mr,  Sears.   Yes. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   The  answer  is  yes. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Right.   Did  you  explain  to  this  individual 
from  the  Secret  Service  that  that  was  a  ntatter  of  national 
security?  , 
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Mr.  Caulfield.   Let's  go  off  the  record  here. 
(Discussion  of  the  record.) 
Mr.  Lackritz.   The  question  was,  did  you  explain  to  this 

4  individual  that  this  was  a  matter  of  national  security  that  you 

5  were  requesting  his  assistance  on? 

6  Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes. 

7  Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  you  explain  what  specifically  you  were 

8  doing  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

9  Mr.  Caulfield.   No,  I  did  not. 
Mr.  Lackritz.   All  right.   And  this  "individual  obtained 

Ti    the  parent  cable  numbers  for  you. 

I 

-^2  I    Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes 

-.^        Mr.  Lackritz ._  How  did  he  obtain  them? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  have  no  idea  how  he" did  it. 

Mr. Lackritz.   Did  he  get  them  from  a  friend  ot  his? 

Mr^  Cauifield*   I'm  nots^certaiir-whether  or-  note  tha.:fc  jiagptgju^nV 

Mr.  Lackritz.   All  right.   Do  you  recall  telling  Mr- 
Lenzner  and  myself  on  September  11th  that  this ^individual. got ^ 
the  parent  cable  numbers  from  another  friend  of  his? 

Mr.  Sears.   Off  the  record. 
(Discussion  off  the  record.) 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Give  me  the  question,  again. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I  think  the  question  was,  did  you  recall 
telling  Mr.  Lenzner  and  myself  on  September  11,1973  that  a 
friend  of  this  individual  —  a  friend  of  this  individual  who 
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Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  any  role  in  autliorizing  other  wiretaps? 
Mr.  EiiRMCiiMAN.  From  time  to  time,  I  did. 
Mr.  Dasti.  What  aiea,  would  you  tell  us? 

Mr.  Ehrlich.max.  AVcll,  now  we  are  in  this  area 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  not  asking  for  any  specific  taps.  I  am  not  askino-  for 
specificity.  ^ 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  National  security,  generally  national  security 
objectives.  I  am  under  a  stricture  which  really  doesn't  permit  me  to  be 
very  responsive  to  your  question. 

Mr.  Dash.  We  appreciate  that  and  should  there  come  a  time  when 
we  have  to  get  into  it  any  more  thoroughly,  the  committee  can  respond 
to  that.  But  I  am  not  going  into  any  specific  point. 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  imderstand. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  authorize  Mr.  Liddy's  wiretaps  in  your  role  of 
supervising  the  Special  Investigations  Unit? 

Mr.  Eurlichjian.  In  1971,  that  was  so.  In  1969,  as  counsel,  I  author- 
ized an  attempt  which  never  came  to  anything.  It  was  not  actually 
accomplished.  But  beyond  that,  it  would  have  been  in  one  of  those  two 
capacities,  either  as  counsel  in  1969  or  in  my  relationship  to  this  unit 
in  1971. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  of  the  electronic  surveillance  on  Joseph 
Kraft's  house  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  That  was  the  one  that  I  was  talking  about  in  1969 
that,  so  far  as  I  know,  never  happened. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  who  was  involved  in  attemptino-  to  com- 
mit that  wiretap? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  Mr.  Caulfield  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  didn't  hear  you. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Mr.  Jack  Caulfield  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  discuss  that  tap  with  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  am  sure  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  the  purpose  of  the  placing  of  that  tap 

was  ?  a  r 

Mr.  EHRLiCHirAX.  It  was  a  national  security  purpose. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  there  was  an  effort, 
to  either  break  into  the  Brookings  Institute  or  firebomb  the  Brookin<^ 
Institute  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  how  it  came  to  your  attention? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  It  came  to  my  attention,  1  think,  from  John  Dean 
at  the  time  that  he  came  to  California,  as  he  has  described  in  his 
testimony. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  is  his  testimony  essentially  correct  on  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well.  I  can't  vouch  for  the  hearsav  aspects  of  it. 
He  says  Jack  Caulfield  told  him  that  somebody  else  told  him  that  I  had 
authorized  this  thing,  and  that  is  hearsay  so  many  times  removed  that 
it  is  very  difficult  to  cope  with. 

I  can  say  verj-  briefly,  I  didn't  authorize  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  who  authorized  it? 

Mr.  EjiRLiCHjfAx.  No,  I  don't. 

IMr.  Dash.  Did  yon  ever  look  into  who  authorized  it  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  No,T  didn't. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wliat  was  he  asking  you  to  do  about  it  ? 
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Sensitive  FBI  documents  examined  by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  dealing 
with  the  wiretap  of  Joseph  Kraft  disclosed  that  the  FBI  has  no  record  that  a 
wiretap  of  Joseph  Kraft  was  ever  conducted  by  the  FBI  itself.   The  records 
disclose  that  the  FBI  did  have  information  that  in  1969  John  Ehrlichman  had 
directed  a  wiretap  on  Kraft  that  was  installed  while  Kraft  was  on  vacation. 
The  wiretap  was  removed  before  his  return,  and  John  Caulficld,  who  install eH 
the  tap,  assumed  that  the  "bug"  was  removed  because  the  White  House  had  convinced 
the  FBI  to  take  over  the  tap. 

The  FBI  documents  also  contain  19  pages  of  recorded  material  from  micro- 
phone coverage  of  Kraft  in  a  foreign  country.   The  records  indicate  that 
Assistant  FBI  Director  William  Sullivan,  apparently  with  the  knowledge  and 
consent  of  Director  Hoover,  traveled  to  the  foreign  country  and  arranged  for 
microphone  coverage  of  Kraft's  hotel  room  through  local  authorities. 

The  FBI  documents  also  show  letters  from  the  FBI  to  John  Ehrlichman 
concerning  this  wiretap  dated  July  15,  1969  and  November  7,  1969.   A  copy  of  the 
November  7  letter  was  also  sent  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell. 

Consideration  was  given  to  installing  a  wiretap  on  Kraft  in  the  United  States, 
but  due  to  failure  of  the  Attorney  General  to  provide  written  approval,  a  tap  was 
never  installed. 
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15.     On  July  8,  1969  Assistant  FBI  Director  Sullivan  reported  to 

Director  Hoover  that  the  wiretap  on  one  of  the  NSC  employees  produced 

nothing  significant  from  the  standpoint  of  discovering  leaks  and 

recommended  that  some  of  the  coverage  be  removed.   The  tap  on  that 

employee  was  not  removed;  it  remained  in  place  until  February  10,  1971, 

17  months  after  the  employee  resigned  as  a  full-time  employee  of  the  NSC, 

and  9  months  after  he  terminated  his  relationship  as  an  NSC  consultant. 

Page 
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July  8,  1969  (received  from  Department  of  Justice)  326 
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paragraph  26 331 
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15.1     WILLIAM  SULLIVAN  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  S,    1969 
TOP   SECRET 
DO  i;OT  I'lLE 


July  8,  1969 


Dear  Mr.  Hoover: 


o 


Sf^ro-/ 


Vr.  v. 

Va.  '", 

c 


ir.  i.c~<i3  , 


V.r.  5. 

y.t.  Tc 

Mr.  T.- 
T--1.. . 


M  of  the  National  Security  Council,  et  cetera, 

as  I  have  previously  stated  nothing  has  come  to  light 
that  is  of  significance  from  the  standpoint  of  tlie  leak 
in  question.   1  am  suggesting  to  Colonel  Haig  that  son-.e 
of  this  coverage  be  rc;p.oved.   I,  had  previously  su:>.gested 
the  removal  of  the  coverage  of    (S-   ,  ,  i   ,    C        ,  a 

:B       and  he  agreed 


lX,:-.>- 


nd 


~       As  we  know  _  /V    _^  cannot  be  trusted.   Ve  have 
learned  enough  already  from''  the  early  coverage  of  him  to 
conclude  this.   Since     C     was  removed,    /V  has 

said  almost  nothing  on  the  telephone.   :,:y  guess  is  that  he 
assumes  it  is  tapred.   There  is  r.  narked  contrast  bet'.veen 
his  lengthy  conversations  before  that  time  and  almost  no 
conversation  now. 


II 


I  am  making  a  careful  over-all  analysis  of  the  afore- 
mentioned sensitive  coverage  and  it  will  be  submitted  to  you 
for  v/hatever  use  you  may  decide  to  make  of  it. 

Respectfully  submitted. 


William  C.  Sullivan 


*li 


the   Iiational   Security    Council   staff 


Original  impounded  by 
court  order.  Sec  tneno 
in  63-16062-3. 


DO    KOT    FILE 
TOP         S    E   C   R 


JUn(^1973>' 


,/ 1.-^"'^ 


5/ 


NOTE:     AT  THE  BEQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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15.2     MORTON  HALPERm  AFFIDAVIT,    WVEMBER  12,    197 Z,    HALPERINv.    KISSINGER 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


MORTON   H.,HALrERIN,    et.    al., 
Plairitif  f  s , 

-V- 

HENRY  A.  KISSINGER,  et.  al., 
Defendants, 


Civil  Action  No.  1187-73 
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MORTON  H.  HALPERIN,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says: 
1.   On  Kay  9,  1969,  in  Key  Biscayne,  Florida,  defendant 
Henry  A.  Kissinger  informed  me  that  I  was  suspected  of 
leaking  a  story  ))y  Mr.  William  A.  Beecher  which  had  appeared 
in  the  New  York  Times  several  days  before.   The  story 
reported  that  the  United  States  'had  begun  bombing  Cambodia 
and  provided  some  details  of  the  bombing  operation.   Kissinger 
asked  me  whether  I  had  provided  any  information  to  Beecher. 
I  assured  him  that  I  had  not.   I   pointed  out  that  I 
could  not  have  been  the  source  of  most  of  the  information 
in  the  article  since  I  had  not  had  access  to  the  information 
and  did  not  know  whether  the  story  was  accurate  or  not. 
Kissinger  was  well  aware  of  this  since  everything  I  knev.' 
about  the  bombing,  essential  only  the  single  fact  that  the 
United  States  had  bombed  Cambodia,  I  had  learned  in 
conversation  with  Kissinger.   I  had  not  had  and  never  had  ' 
access  to  any  documents  related  to  the  bombing. 

2.   Kissinger  indicated  that  ho  accepted  my  assurances 
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but  that  others  would- not.   He  noted  that  ns  \,..-    i-n.i 
informed  me  previously,  a  number  of  high  level  figures  m 
the  Nixon  Administration  were  suspicious  of  my  political  view 
and  considered  me  disloyal  to  the  administration.   He 
informed  me  that  for  a  period  of  time  he  would  not  give 
me  access  to  any  of  the  more  sensitive  information  regarding 
national  security  matters.   That  way,  he  stated, if  any 
information  leaked  I  could  not  be  blamed. 

3.   This  period  lasted  until  I  resigned  from  the  staff 


of  the  National  Security  Council  in  September  of  1969.   After 
May  9,1969  I  was  given  no  access  to  sensitive  material 
including  information  relating  to  private  Vietnam  negotiations, 
negotiations  with  the  People's  Republic  of  China,  White 
House  negotiations  with  the  Soviet  Union,  and  plans  for 
troop  withdrawals  from  Vietnam.   Kissinger  and  defendant 
Alexander  Haig  were  fully  aware  of  this  since  they 
personally  controlled  access  to  such  information.^/  From 
May  9,  1959  on,  my  access  was  limited  to  information  avail- 
able to  hundreds  of  others  in  the  White  House  and  the 
department  of  the  Executive  Branch.   A  number  of  other 
officials  had  access  to  the  information  about  the  bombing 
of  Cambodia  and,  at  least  according  to  press  reports,  were 
not  tapped.   On  the  National   Security  Council  staff,  these 


*/   On  one  suc.i  -natter — private  Vietnam  negotiations  — 
Haig  has  so  testified  under  oath  at  the  so-called  Pentagon 
Papers  trial.   He  testified:  "I  would  say  from  the  period 
January  '69  until  his  departure  from  the  staff  in  August  of 
■69  Mr.  Halperin  had  regular  access  to  the  regular  reporting 
traffic  on  the  conduct  of  the  formal  negotiations  within  the 
Paris  framework  which  had  been  established  for  some  period 
and  which  was  reconvened  that  year.   He  would  have  had  full 
acccnr,  to  those  as  a  member  of  the  staff  involved  in  South- 
east Asian  and  other  affairs.   Ho  would  not  have  had  access 
to  the  more  sensitive,  third-party  contacts  which  may  have 
occurred  during  that  period."  (Transcript,  p.  20,925.) 
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included  Henry  A.  Kissinger,  Alexander  Haig,  and  Lawrence 
Eagleburger.   other  officials,  unknown  to  me,  in  the 
Departments  of  state  and  Defense  also  had  access  to  this 
information.   Information  leaked  to  the  press  on  other 
subjects  was  also  available  to  a  number  of  officials. 

4.  On  August  6,  1969,  I  informed  Kissinger  of  my  desire 
to  leave  the  National  Security  Council  staff  as  soon  as 
possible.   At  his  request,  my  departure  was  delayed  until 
September  19,  1969.   Also  at  his  request  I  agreed  to  become 

a  consultant  to  him. 

5.  On  September  19,  1969  I  left  the  NSC  staff  and 

was  notified  that  I  had  been  appointed  a  consultant  effective 
September  21,  1969. 

6.  On  May  4,  1970,  I  sent  Kissinger  a  letter  resigning 
as  a  consultant.   On  May  13,  I  received  a  letter  from 
Kissinger  "confirm [ing)  that  you  will  no  longer  be  carried 
on  the  rolls  of  the  National  Security  Council  staff  for 
possible  future  consultation." 

7.  During  the  period  September  20,  1969  to  May  13,  1970, 
I  had  no  access  to  any  classified  information.   This  was  well 

I    known  to  Kissinger  and  Haig  since  only  they  would  have 
^given  me  access.   (See  also  Haig  testimony  quoted  above.) 

8.  During  this  period,  I  was  employed  by  the  National 
Security  Council  for  only  one  day.   On  that  day  I  wrote, 

at  Kissinger's  request,  a  memorandum  on  Vietnam.   I  had  no 
access  to  classified  information  in  the  course  of  writing 
that  paper. 

9.  After  leaving  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council 
in  the  period  of  September  1967  to  February  1971.  I  engaged 

activities  reflecting  my  political  beliefs. 
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I  wrote  articles  for  newspapers.   I  consulted  with  Senators, 
Congressmen,  and  their  staffs  on  what  i^ositions  they  .Tight 
take  on  public  issues  including  Vietnam.   In  particular, 
I  consulted  with  a  number  of  people  advising  Senator  Edmund 
Muskie  in  connection  with  his  possible  candidacy  for 
President  of  the  United  States.   At  the  time  of  the 
American  invasion  of  Cambodia  in  the  Spring  of  1970,  I 
consulted  with  a  number  of  American  citizens  about  various 
potential  forms  of  citizen  activity  to  protest  American 
policy.   Discussions  related  to  all  of  these  activities  took 
place  on  my  home  telephone. 


TTy^  9P<  ^44.^^ 


Morton  H.  Halperin 
Subscribed  and  sworn  to 
This  IJtA  day  of  November,  1973 


No'tary  Public 
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A  preliniinTV  report  which  I  receivad  last 
night  ir.dicrtes  thot  sn  F.B.I,  employee 
recalls  that  in  latell069  and  early  1970 
Mr.  Ellstferg  had  been  overheard  tall-ing 
from  an  electronic  su::veillance  of  Dr. 
Morton  Halperin's  residence.   It  is  this 
employee's  recollection  tliat  the  surveillance 
v;as  of  Dr.  Halperin,  and  that  Hr.  Ellsberg 
was  then  a  guest  of  Dr.  Halperin. 

I  have  no  information  concerning  the  substance 
of  the  conversation,  nor  has  the  investigation 
to  date  been  able  to  find  any  record  of  such 
a'  conversation.   The  investigation,  of  course, 
is  not  complete,  and  further  facts  bearing 
upon  the  wiretaps  may  bo  uncovered. 

24.  Subsequently,  acting  F.B.I.  Director  RUCKELSa=iUS 
recovered  the  missing  surveillance  records  from  a  safe  in  the 
V/hite  House  office  of  defendant  EHRLICfUttN  and  on  information  and 
belief,  the  records  are  now  in  his  possession. 

25.  From  May  1969  until  September  19,  1969,  while 
plaintiff  MORTON  HALPERIN  was  serving  as  Assistant  to  defendant 
KISSINGER,  ha  and  pliantiff  INA  HALPERIN  frequently  communicated 
their  political  and  other  views  privately  and  frankly  in  telephone 
conversations  with  their  close  friends.   On  information  and  belief 
these  conversations  were  recorded  and  summarized  in  regular 
reports  to  the  defendants  KISSINGER,  HAIG,  HALDEMAN  and  EHRLICHMAN, 
based  on  the  continuous  electronic  surveillance  of  plaintiffs' 
telephone  during  the  period  in  question. 

C26.  On  information  and  belief,  the  defendants'  illegal 
rception,  disclosure  and  use  of  conversations  on  the  private 
telephone  in  plaintiffs'  residence  continued  for  a  period  of 
four  to  tv;enty-one  months  or  more,  after  plaintiff  MORTON  HALPERIN 
had  left  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council.  JDuring  this 
period  plaintiff  MORTON  HALERPIN,  no  longer  a  government  employee, 
_  frequently  communicated  by  telephone  x>;ith  many  persons,  including 
high  elected  officials,  who  expressed  thoir  viev;s  of  current 
government  policies.   Plaintiff  MOUTC57  HALPERIN  also  wrote  many 
1  articles  for  nev/spapers  and  journals  in  this  period  and  communicated 
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by  telephone  with  many  individuals  in  the  course  or  preparing 
thsse  articles.  I  All  these  communications  were  privately  expressed 
but,  on  information  and  belief,  v/ere  intercepted  under  the  direction 
of  defendant  SULLIVAN,  and  disclosed  and  used  in  regular  reports  to 
the  defendants  KISSINGER,  HAIG,  HflLDEI'IAN  and  EHRLICHMAN. 

27.  On  information  and  belief,  the  defendants'  elei- 
tronic  surveillance  of  the  plaintiff  MORTON  HALPERIN  and  his 
family  was  initiated  by  the  defendants  KISSINGER,  HAIG,  EHRLICHTIAN, 
HALDEHAN  and  MITCHELL  in  bad  faith  for  the  purpose  and  effect  of 
monitoring  the  political  ideas  and  associations  of  plaintiff 
MORTON  HALPERIN  during  the  period  in  question. 

28.  At  no  time  did  the  plaintiffs,  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  have  any  invovement  with  a  foreign  power,  its 

.  agents  or  agencies. 

Claims 

29.  The  defendants'  procurement  of  interception, 
disclosure  and  use,  and  thsir  interception,  disclosure  and  use 

of  plaintiffs'  telephone  conversations  during  the  period  in  Question 
were  unreasonable  and  illegel,  and  were  not  made  in  good  faith 
.  reliance  on  any  judicial,  legislative  or  other  valid  authorization; 
and  their  disclosure  and  use  of  such  communications  were  made  with 
knowledge  that  the  communications  had  been  obtained  by  electronic 
surveillance  of  plaintiffs'  telephone. 

30.  Defendants'  procurement  of  interception,  disclosure 
and  use,  and  their  interception,  disclosure  and  use  of  the  plaintiff; 
wire  communications  through  electronic  surveillance  for  a  period 

'  of  G  to  25  months  or  more,  was  in  violation  of  Title  18,  United 
Stites  Code,  Sections  2511  and  2520. 

31.  Defendants'  procurement  of  interception,  disclosure 
and  use,  and  their  interception,  disclosure  and  use  of  plaintiffs' 
telephone  ccmmunications  during  the  period  in  question,  deprived 
plaintiffs  of  their  rights  of  free  speech  and  association 

-  7  - 
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now  in  the  possession  of  the  Clork  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia.   The  Federal  defendants  deny 
all  allegations  contained  in  paragraph  24  inconsistent  herev;ith. 
25.   The  Federal  defendants  admit  the  allegations  contained 
in  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  25  of  the  Complaint.   The 
Federal  defendants   jrther  admit  that  from  May,  1969  until 
September  19,  1969  overhears  of  plaintiffs'  telephone  conversations 
were  periodically  summarized  and  that  such  summaries  were  made 
available  to  defendants  Kissinger,  Haig  and  Haldeman,  based  upon _ 
the  continuing  telephone  surveillance  of  the  plaintiffs  '  residence 
during  the  period  in  question.   The  Federal  defendants  deny  all 
allegations  in  paragraph  25  of  the  Complaint  inconsistent  herewith. 
I       26.   The  Federal  defendants  admit  that  the  lawful  interception, 
'  disclosure  and  use  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  con- 
versations overheard  on  the  telephone  located  at  the  plaintiffs' 
residence  continued  from  May  12,  1969  until  February  10,  1971. 
The  Federal  defendants  further  admit  the  allege  tions  contained  in 
the  second  and  third  sentences  of  paragraph  26  of  the  Complaint. 
The  Federal  defendants  further  admit  the  telephone  surveillance 
of  the  plaintiffs'  residence  was  instituted  pursuant  to  the 
authorization  of  defendant  Mitchell  and  was  conducted  under  the 
supervision  of  defendant  Sullivan  and  others,  and  that  summaries 
of  the  overhears  of  such  surveillance  were,  during  the  course 
of  such  surveillance,  periodically  made  available  to  defendants 
Kissinger,  Haig  and  Haldeman.   The  Federal  defendants  deny  all 
allegations  contained  in  paragraph  26  inconsistent  herewith. 

27.  The  Federal  defendants  deny  the  allegations  contained 
in  paragraph  27  of  the  Complaint. 

28.  The  Federal  defendants  lack  knowledge  or  information 
::if  f  1 ';  i'.nt  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the  truth  of  the  allegations 
'.'.f. '  "I  i  rj' 'I  in  paragraph  28  of  the  Complaint. 

>'i.   Th':  I'etleral  defendants  admit  that  any  disclosure  or 
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16.    Effective  July  1969,  Anthony  Ulasewicz,  a  retired  New  York 
City  policeman,  was  hired  as  an  investigator  by  John  Ehrlichman, 
Counsel  to  the  President,   From  that  date  until  mid-1972,  under  the 
direction  of  Caulfield,  Ulasewicz  conducted  numerous  investigations 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  of  possible  political  value 
to  the  Nixon  Administration.   His  salary  and  expenses  were  paid  by 
campaign  fundraiser  Herbert  Kalmbach  from  political  contributions  held 
by  Kalmbach. 

Page 
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March  23,  1974,  16 354 
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but  I  do  recall  his  keeping  us  informed  on  a  tegular  basis  of  develop- 
ments as  they  became  available tliere. 

Senator  Av'eicker.  And  so  you  transmitted  this  information  to  the 
President? 

Mr.  Ehklicumax.  In  summary  fonn.  He  pix)duced  almost  nothing 
that  was  not  a  matter  of  newspaper  reportmg,  as  it  turned  out.  So 
there  was  very  little  to,  there  was  \ery  little  to  pass  on  that  would  have 
been  of  any  moment  that  you  could  not  have  read  in  an  ordinai-y 
newsx^aper. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  of  coui-se,  Mr.  Ulasewicz  testified  that  part 
of  the  information  which  he  received  was  a  matter  of  public  recoi"d, 
other  information  tiiat  he  received  was  a  matter  of,  was  received  or 
gotten  in  an  investigatory  way.  But  why  did  you  feel  tlxe  necessity  to 
have  somebody  like  Mr.  Ulasewicz  investigate  the  Black  Panthei-s? 

Mr.  EHEUCHiiAN.  Oh 

Senator  "VVeickzr.  Is  there  some  reason  why  possibly  the  la.w 
enforcement  army,  is  this  another  area  that  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  weak 
on? 

Mr.  Ehkuchman.  No;  he  had  his  connections  with  the  New  York 
Police  Department  at  one  point  in  time,  had  been  in  intelligence  in- 
volving violent  groups  of  that  kind,  and  he  had  sources,  particularly 
in  the  New  York  Police  Department  Intelligence  Division,  and  so  he 
would  be  the  recipient  of  information  because  of  that  former  associa- 
tion. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  I  know,  but  that  still  is  not  a  satisfactory 
answer.  Was  there  some  inadequacy  on  the  part  of  normal 

Mr.  EhrlichmanM  previously 

Senator  Weicker  [continuing].  Normal  law  enforcement  agencies? 

jNIr.  Ehrlichman.  Right.  I  previously  testified,  I  think,  Senator,  we 
were  not  getting  an  accumulation  of  intelligence  from  the  police  and 
the  sheritt's  offices  and  the  State  police  of  various  municipal  and  State 
organizations.  It  was  some  time — I  think  it  was  probably  the  second 
year  or  possibly  into  the  third  year  before  there  was  set  up  in  the 
Justice  Department  a  facility  for  accumulating  all  of  this.  Mr.  Ulase- 
wicz, in  the  sixth  or  seventh  month  that  he  worked  in  the  counsel's 
office  when  I  was  counsel,  did  a  kind  of  makeshift  job  of  getting  some 
of  this  information  and  feeding  it  in. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  in  fact  during  this  period  of  time  we  all  slept 
better  at  night  knowing  ]\Ir.  Ulasewicz  was  on  the  job,  is  that  right? 
——Mr.  Ehruchman.  Well,  I  don't  know  about  that,  Senator. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  am  going  to  pursue  this  for  a  minute  because, 
let's  get  into  the  hiring  of  Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Was  he  brought  down  to 
the  AV'hite  House  and  interviewed  for  a  job  by  the  personnel  at  the 
White  House  ?  Just  how  was  he  hired  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No;  he  was  hired  because  he  was  well  known  to 
Mr.  Caulfield.  Mr.  Caulfield  recommended  him  highly,  and  he  was 
hired  by  me  after  a  very  brief  meeting  but  principally  on  Mr.  Caul- 
field's  say-so  and  recommendation. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  but  where  did  you  Iiire  him  ? 

ilr.  Ehruchman.  Where  did  I  hire  him  ? 

Senator  Weicker.  Right. 
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l\rr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well,  I  met  him  in  an  airport  while  I  was  on  a 
trip  to  New  York,  as  I  recall,  and  Mr.  Caulficld,  as  I  recall  it,  arranged 
a  meeting  for  us.  I  hired  him,  I  guess,  in  the  White  House,  that  is  I 
made  the  decision  and  authorized  ilr.  Caulfield  and  made  the  arrange- 
ments with  Mr.  Kalmbach  to  pay  him. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  your  first  meeting  with  him,  was  it  in  the  VIP 
lounge  in  LaGuardia  Airport? 

Mr.  EHRLiCH3tAX.  That  was  the  only  meeting  with  him  I  ever  had. 

Senator  Weicker.  That  was  the  only  meeting  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  that  this  is  some  new  situation  whereby  we  are 
going  to  meet  potential  White  House  employees  in  the  lounges  of  air- 
ports or  what  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  As  I  tried  to  say  in  my  opening  statement  he  was 
not  a  White  House  employee. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  see. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  And  he  was  never  held  out  to  be  and  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  very  point  of  having  him  was  that  we  were  not  gathering 
political  information  with  Grove rnment  people.  I  didn't  feel  that  we 
ought  to  have  Government  people  in  that  business.  That  we  ought  to 
have  a  fellow  who  is  established  on  the  outside,  who  was  paid  on  the 
outside,  and  you  have  this  anomaly  of  having  to  conduct  some  political 
activity,  both  of  a  fundraising  and  of  a  staff  and  of  an  investigatory 
nature,  and  you  do  it  with  political  funds,  and  they  have  to  be  outside 
people. 

Senator  Weicker.. Well,  isn't  it  true,  and  certainly  neither  one  of  us 
is  in  the  position  of  being  a  novice  here  politically,  that  the  reason  why 
you  would  want  him  on  an  outside  payroll  is  thai  you  would  not  want 
to  claim  him  if  he  were  found  out.  Would  that  be  a  fair  description? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well,  I  don't  think  the  way  it  was  set  up  there 
would  be  any  way  to  disclaim  him,  Senator.  Because  he  was  being  paid 
very  directly  from  Nixon  campaign  funds  in  the  hands  of  a  trustee 
committee,  and  there  just  was  no  way  to  disclaim  him.  Everybody 
would  be  able  to  find  out  Mr.  Ulasewicz'  employer  through  just  the 
enrployer  number,  if  nothing  else. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  I  will  tell  you  maybe  everj-body  found  out. 
Maybe  everj-body  knew  but  we  had  to  do  an  awful  lot  of  digging 
around  here  to  find  out  who  Mr.  Ulasewicz  was  and  what  role  he  had 
to  go  ahead  and  play. 

I  would  like  to  have  your  concept  and  I  think  this  is  very  important; 
now  we  are  questioning  into  the  real  events  of  the  real  business  of  this 
committee,  what's  your  concept  of  political  information.  You  see,  un- 
fortunately, thanks  to  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President,  and 
some  of  the  witnesses  who  have  appeared  here,  everybody  thinks  that 
the  Senators  at  this  table  and  others  engaged  in  politics  go  running 
around  hiring  Ulasewicz'  types  to  dig  up  dirt  on  each  other,  and  I  just 
can't  allow  that  to  fly  without  contesting  it  because  really  it's  going 
to  make  elections  rather  interesting  in  the  future  if  it  does. 

I  wonder  if  you  might,  since  you  were  the  one  who  was  responsible 
for  hiring  this  man,  and  since  we  have  had  a  description  by  this  man 
of  exactly  what  liis  job  con.sisted  of,  whicli  was  dirt.  I  wonder  if  vou 
niight  toll  the  committee  what  your  coiicept  is  of  iwlitics  liere  in"t!\e 
1  'nited  States  insofar  as  this  ty[)e  of  activity  is  concerned  ? 
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Mr.  EHRLtCHMAN.  Well,  I  think  that  certainly  there,  is  room  for 
improvement  in  tlie  practice  of  politics  in  this  connttT-,  there  is  no 
argument  about  that.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  that  each  candi- 
date who  contests  the  candidacy  of  an  incumbent  has  the  obligation 
to  come  forward  and  contest  the  fitness  of  that  incumbent  for  office 
both  in  terms  of  his  voting  record  and  in  terms  of  his  probity,  and 
in  terms  of  his  morals,  if  you  please,  and  any  other  facts  that  are  im- 
portant or  germane  to  the  voters  of  his  district  or  State  or  the  country, 
for  that  matter.  I  think  a  candidate  for  office  assumes  that  burden 
of  proof.  He  assumes  the  burden  of  proof  of  showing  the  unfitness 
of  the  incumbent  and  I  don't  think  in  our  political  system  that  is 
limited  to  his  voting  record  or  his  absenteeism.  If  it  were,  we  would 
countenance  the  perpetuation  of  scoundrels  in  office  who  were  thieves 
or  who  were  fraudulent  or  who  were  profligate  or  who  were  otherwise 
unfit  for  office,  so  I  think  it's  perfectly  competent  for  a  challenger  to 
meet  head-on  the  issue  of  tlie  fitness  of  an  incumbent. 

Senator  Weickxr.  Do  you  mean  to  tell  me  and  this  committee  that 
you  consider  private  investigators  going  into  sexual  habits,  drink- 
ing habits,  domestic  problems,  and  personal  social  acti^aties  as  a  proper 
subject  for  investigation  during  the  course  of  a  political  campaign? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Senator,  I  know  of  my  own  knowledge  of  incum- 
Ijents  in  office  who  are  not  discharging  their  obligation  to  their  con- 
stituents because  of  their  drinking  habits,  and  it  distresses  me  very 
much,  and  there  is  a  kind  of  an  unwritten  law  in  the  media  that  that 
is  not  discussed,  and  so  the  constituents  at  home  have  no  way  of  know- 
ing that  you  can  go  over  here  in  the  gallery  and  watch  a  Member 
totter  onto  the  floor  in  a  condition  which,  of  at  least  partial  inebria- 
tion which  would  preclude  him  from  making  any  sort  of  a  sober  judg- 
ment on  the  issues  that  confront  this  country. 

Now,  I  think  that  is  important  for  the  American  people  to  know, 
.    and  if  the  only  way  that  it  can  be  brought  out  is  through  his  opponents 
in  a  political  campaign,  then  I  think  that  opponent  has  an  affirmative 
obligation  to  bring  that  forward. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  this  is  getting  very  interesting.  [Laughter.] 

Again  we  contrasted  similar  situations  yesterday  and  again  I  am 
just  not  going  to  let  these  things  get  laid  on  the  table  without  giving 
another  side  to  the  argument. 

I  have  had  eight  election  campaigns,  8  years,  6  against  Democrats 
and  2  against  Republicans,  I  suppose  it  would  be  considered  self- 
serving  to  saj'  that  I  have  never  done  anything  like  that,  so  I  won't.  I 
will  refer  to  my  opponents.  I  know  of  no  Democratic  opponents  out 
of  the  six  and  no  Republican  opponents  out  of  the  two  that  has  ever 
done  what  Mr.  Ulasewicz  was  doing  or  what  you  are,  in  effect  advo- 
cating here. 

Now  it  seems  to  me  it  is  up  to  the  constituency,  whatever  that  con- 
stituency happens  to  be,  to  make  a  determination  of  the  fitness  of  the 
man  or  woman  that  they  go  ahead  and  elect,  but  do  you  really  want 
-    to  bring  the  political  system  of  the  United  States,  of  our  campaigns 
down  to  the  level  of  what  you  are  talking  about  right  now  ? 

^Iv.  Ehrltchmax.  "Well*  I  conceive  of  it  this  way.  Senator.  I  know 
that  in  your  situation  your  life  style  is  undoubtedly  impeccable  and 
there  wouldn't  be  anything  at  issue  like  that. 

Senator  Wkicker.  I'm  no  angel. 
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Mr.  EHRLiciurAN.  I  bhought  you  were. 

Senator  Weicker.  Believe  me,  T  am  not.  I  worry  about  you  seeking 
people  on  the  landscape  here  and  I  have  a  greater  worry  now  before 
you  here,  and  I  Tvill  put  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Ehblichmax.  I  think  you  will  agree  with  me.  Senator,  that 
someone  with  a  serious  drinking  habit  is  of  doubtful  fitness  for  the 
kind  of  heavy  duty  that  you  bear,  for  instance,  or  that  any  Senator 
beai-s  in  the  Senate  of  tlie  United  States.  Tliat  is  certainly  a  material 
question  that  has  to  be  raised  in  a  political  campaign,  at  least  so  it  seems 
to  me. 

Xow,  if  that  is  not  something  that  the  incumbent's  opponent  should 
bring  out.  then  you  are  leaving  the  constituency  to  the  tender  mercy 
of  the  journalists  in  the  conununity  as  to  whether  or  not  that  is  re- 
ported to  the  constituency  because  they  don't  have  any  way  of  know- 
ing really,  especially  the  constituencies  remote  from  here  where  people 
get  here  very  seldom  to  make  an  observation.  So,  I  would  be  very 
concerned  about  that  and  it  seems  to  me  that  would  be  a  very  legiti- 
mate subject  of  inquiry.  Maybe  my  standards  are  all  haywire  and 
everybody  in  the  Congress  ought  to  be  immune  from  scrutiny  on  that 
subject,  but  that  just  seems  to  me  to  be  an  indefensible  position  on 
your  part. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  think  we  have  no  scrutiny  around  here? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Sir? 

Senator  Weicker.  You  bhink  we  have  no  scrutiny  around  'here? 

Mr.  Ehrlicitman.  Well,  in  all  candor 

Senator  Weicker.  I  mean  I  have  got  news,  let's  count  them,  they 
are  all  over  here  at  this  stage  of  the  game  and  they  are  all  the  time 
not  just  to  hear  you  and  I  talk.  If  there  is  anything  that  is  quite 
obvious  in  Washington,  D.C.,  it  is  that  every  aspect  of  our  lives,  legis- 
latively, personally,  and  in  every  way,  is  subject  to  the  scrutiny  of  a 
free  press  and  subject  to  the  scrutiny,  at  least  the  Congress  is  subject 
to  the  scrutiny  of  a  free  press.  [Laughter.] 
'  And  also,  subject  to  the  scrutiny  of  our  constituency. 

Senator  Baker.  Our  wives. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  our  wives,  right.  [Laughter.] 

I  want  to  state  right  now,  and  I,  obviously  you  and  I,  are  at  logger- 
heads on  a  very  basic  issue  here  and  one  that  I  think  not  only  relates 
to  Mr.  iriasewicz'  activities,  and  I  am  not  so  sure  we  don't  come  right 
back  to  the  break-in  in  Daniel  EUsberg's  office  again,  that  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  our  systems,  our  institutions,  are  perfectly  capable  of 
passing  decent  judgments,  fair  judgments,  liard  judgments,  on  politi- 
cal figures,  public  officials,  without  the  covert  operations  of  men  like 
Mr.  ITasewicz. 

Mr.  EiiRLicHMAX.  Senator,  I  would  only  disagi-ee  with  you  by  say- 
ing this  much :  I  think  that  your  assumptions  with  regard  to  the  full 
reportage  by  the  media  of  the  personal  conduct  of  people  in  public 
life  gilds  tlie  lily  undulv.  Certainly  you  memhei-s  of  this  committee 
ai-e  being  subject  to,  subjected  to  scT-utiny  by  tlie  tolevisiou  and  by  the 
writing  pioss  to  a  dogree  and  your  coiidui't  is  bring  evaluated  and 
incasurod  in  a  \i'ay  that  seldom  luiiipons  to  a  Membcrof  the  I'.S.  Senate 
or  tlie  Congress  of  the  T'nited  States,  and  I  tliink  it  is  possih!(-  for  some 
Members  to  exist  under  a.  in  a  sheltered  situation  for  voars  and  years 
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and  years  here,  and  perpetuate  flieniselves  in  office,  so  to  speak,  bpcan.se 
you  know  and  I  know  that  the  advantages  are  lieavily  in  favor  of  tlie 
incumbent.  You  are  in  a  position  to  favor  reporters  with  stories  and 
so  on.  It  is  an  uphill  struggle  for  someone  to  take  on  an  incumbent 
I'.S.  Senator  under  any  circumstances,  and  the  press  are  not  always  as 
tough  on  others  as  they  might  be  on  the  membeis  of  this  committee  in 
this  setting. 

So,  I  think  j'ou  and  I  have  a  difference  of  opinion  but  I  think  that 
reasonable  minds  can  differ  on  this  subject  particularly  in  the  area  of 
drinking,  in  the  area  of  fitness  of  that  kind  to  discharge  the  duties. 

Now,  certainly  there  are  limits,  and  I  would  be  the  fii-st  to  a^ree  with 
you.  that  there  are  areas  where,  of  subject  matters  that  would  be  totally 
offensive  to  me  as  they  would  be  to  you,  and  I  don't  mean  for  a  minute 
to  contend  for  matters  beyond  those  limits. 

But  I  do  think  that  that  is  one  of  the  things  that  this  whole  pro- 
ceeding is  about,  I  think  it's  an  attempt  to  try  to  define  the  lines  within 
which  an  inquiry  as  to  an  incumbent,  his  life,  his  performance,  his 
voting  record,  are  subject  to  proper  inquiry. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  know,  but  if  this  is  a  matter  of  proper  inquiry 
in  the  course  of  an  election  campaign,  I  mean  why  isn't  it  aproper,  why 
isn't  it  proper  inquiry  as  far  as  all  Members  of  Congress  are  concerned 
insofar  as  the  relationships  between  the  executive  branch  and  the 
legislative  branch.  Why  not  ?  Is  this  material,  in  other  words,  going  to 
be  used  between  the  executive  and  legislative  branches  of  the  Govern- 
ment? 

Mr.  EHRUCHitfAiT.  I  don't  think  I  understand. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  you  apparently  consider  it  proper  informa- 
tion to  figure  out  to  go  ahead  and  win  an  election. 

Is  it  proper  information  to  dig  out  to  go  ahead  and  carry  an  issue  ? 
Mr.  Ehrlichman.  You  mean  blackmail,  no. 

Senator  Weicbler.  I  mean  as  between  the  executive  and  legislative 
branches  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  In  other  words,  you  have  a  piece  of  information 

and  you  have  a  Congressman  and  you  say  Congressman 

Senator  Weicker.  Yes. 
Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No,  it  is  not  proper. 
Senator  Weicker.  In  an  election  campaign? 
Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  think  it  is  proper  to  provide  legitimate  facts  to 
an  electorate  that  bear  on  the  fitness  of  an  incumbent. 

Senator  Weicker.  Of  course,  what  you  are  saying  and  where  we 
disagree  and  I  want  to  make  this  clear,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  any  other 
member  of  the  committee  wants  to  comment  now  I  don't  think  any- 
body realizes  what  is  being  done  here  light  now.  You  definitely  have 
two  different  concepts  of  politics  in  this  country  meeting  head  on. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  might  say.  Senator 

Senator  Weicker.  Let  me  finish  and  then  I  will  be  glad  to  go  ahead 
and  listen  to  you. 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  Pardon  me,  surely. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  always  thought  we  settled  these  mattei-s  on 
the  basis  of  issues,  on  what  you  stood  for,  on  a  public  stance  that  your 
opponents  took  that  was  a  bad  stance,  how  you  can  present  yours,  how 
you  move  around  in  a  campaign,  but  to  sit  here  at  this  moment  in 
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time  and  tell  me  that  we  are  goinjx  to  settle  our  elections  on  the  basis 
of  sexual  habits  and  drinkin^r  habits  and  domestic  problems  and  per- 
sonal and  social  activities. 

Well,  I  tell  you.  you  stick  to  your  version  and  I  am  going  to  stick 
to  mine. 

Mr.  Ehrltchmax.  Senator,  I  was  going  to  say  in  what  we  have 
asked  the  FBI  to  do.  to  determine  the  fitness  of  an  individual  for 
appointment  to  the  executive  branch  to  the  Cabinet,  the  sub-Cabinet, 
to  the  agency  positions  and  so  on,  these  kinds  of  questions  of  fitness, 
drinking  habits,  habitual  intoxication,  immorality,  are  all  considered 
to  be  important  questions  to  ask  and  to  settle  upon,  and  the  review 
as  far  as  I  know  in  the  .selection  of  people  in  this  administration  has 
been  veiy  rigorous  and  the  standards  have  been  very  high. 

Senator  TTeickzr.  Xo.  1,  please  don't  put  the  FBI  in  the  same  cate- 
gory- as  Mr.  ITlasewicz.  Now,  I  just  don't  think  it  is  a  fair  comparison 
at  all.  I  think  these  are  two  entirely  different  entities.  I  am  proud 
of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  The  subjects  are  the  same.  Senator. 
'  Senator  "Weicker.  I  might  add  you  keep  on  talking  about  the  enor- 
mous advantages  an  incumbent  enjoys.  May  I  point  out  according  to 
your  theory  the  President  was  the  incumbent.  He  was  the  incumbent. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Please  don't  misunderstand  me,  I  think  an  incum- 
bent President  has  an  enormous  advantage. 

Senator  Weicker.  Yes,  but  this  one  not  only  had  an  enormous 
advantage  but  apparently  you  went  around  and  had  this  type  of  infor- 
mation handed  to  him  which  added  to  the  advantage  that  he  had. 
I  would  say  made  him  rather  imbeatable. 

Well,  in  any  event  let's  leave  that  subject  for  the  time  being, 
although  I  find  it  unbelievable. 

Yesterday,  in  response  to  a  series  of  questions  concerning  the  need 
for  the  Plumbers  you  stated  as  follows : 

And  I  assure  you  that  the  decision  that  was  made  in  this  matter  to  put  investi- 
gators in  the  field  was  taken  most  reluctantly  and  for  genuine  purposes  and  the 
purposes  are  simply  to  supplement  what  was  considered  to  be  an  inadequate 
effort  at  the  time  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

Now,  in  order  to  satisfy  yourself  on  this  you  ought  to  hear  from  Mr.  Mitchell. 

That  was  your  response,  you  will  find  that  incidentally,  counselor, 
if  you  h.xve  the  transcript,  on  page  5535  of  yesterday's  testimony. 

Now,  in  order  for  yon  to  satisfy  yourself  on  this  you  ought  to  hear  from  Mr. 
Mitchell. 

We  have  already  heard  from  Mr.  Mitchell  and  he  testified  before  this 
committee  that  the  first  that  he  had  heard  of  the  White  House  horrors, 
the  Plumbers  operatic  was  on  June  21, 197'2.  This  was  after  he  left  as 
Attorney  General.  Is  Mr.  Mitchell  lying? 

Mr.  EHnLiCHMAX.  As  I  said  in  my  testimony  the  other  day,  Senator, 
Mr.  jNIitchelTs  recollection  here  is  evidently  hazy  because  the  President 
authorized  the  creation  of  this  unit  on  July  24,  and  asked  that  we  meet 
with  several  members  of  the  Cabinet. 

-Senator  Weicker.  July  24, 1971  ? 

!Mr.  EiiRLiciniAX.  Yes,  sir.  To  meet  with  several  members  of  the 
Cabinet  whose  departments  would  be  the  subject  of  the  special  unit's 
stimulation,  so  to  speak,  to  get  them  to  perform  better  in  this  area  of 
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assignmonts,  decide  what  should  be  looked  into.  Everyone  else  is  fully 
occupied  with  his  own  area  of  responsibility. 

Thus,  the  counsel  is  a  vital  link  in  a  chain  of  delegation.  In  my 
view,  one  in  that  position  must  bring  to  the  job  sufficient  training 
and  experience  to  know  what  to  do  and  wlien  to  do  it. 

The  counsel  also  has  and  has  hrid  political  duties.  Tlie  President  is 
the  Nation's  Chief  Executive.  But  he  is  also,  by  longstanding  tradition, 
his  i)olitical  party's  leader.  Any  President  has  a  political  role  to  play, 
whether  he  is  going  to  run  for  reelection  or  not.  But  if  he  is  a  candidate, 
then  he  is  both  an  Executive  and  a  practicing  politician.  Every  such 
politician  wants  information.  And  the  President,  in  his  politician 
role,  is  no  different  from  the  others.  He  needs  and  wants  information 
about  issues,  supporters,  ojjponents  and  every  other  political  subject 
known  to  man. 

For  the  year  1969  to  1970,  when  I  left  the  post  of  counsel,  I  attempted 
to  gather  some  purely  political  information  for  the  President,  as  I 
was  expected  to  do.  Out  of  real  concern  for  the  proprieties,  I  attempted 
to  use  only  conventional,  nongovernmental  sources  of  information.  As 
one  might  hire  political  aides  in  a  political  campaign,  Tony  Ulasewicz 
was  hired  to  do  this  chore  of  information  gathering.  He  was  paid 
from  existing  Nixon  political  money,  by  check,  under  an  appropriate 
employer's  tax  number.  Among  other  assignments,  he  scouted  the 
potential  opposition  for  vulnerability.  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  during 
my  tenure  as  counsel,  Mr.  Ulasewicz  conducted  his  assignments  legally 
and  properly  in  all  respects. 

THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PRESmENT 

To  meaningfully  answer  the  question,  "What  did  the  President 
know  ?"  one  should  have  a  clearer  picture  of  what  the  President  really 
does. 

One  witness  here  suggested  that  we  define  the  Presidency  in  con- 
stitutional terms.  But  the  true,  up-to-date  picture  will  not  alone  be 
found  in  the  pages  of  the  Constitution,  nor  even  in  the  modem  text- 
books on  ci\'ics  and  Government.  Obviously,  he  is  the  Chief  Executive, 
reSDonsible  for  the  administration  and  operation  of  the  departments 
and  agencies  and  bureaus  and  offices  of  the  executive  branch,  with  their 
millions  of  employees  and  billions  of  dollars  of  spending. 

And,  of  course,  his  duties  include  the  conduct  of  the  Nation's  for- 
eign policy  in  a  troubled  world.  He  is  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  frequently  works  with  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  on  a 
personal  basis,  sits  with  the  National  Security  Council  and  the  military 
intelligence  gatherers  for  hours  at  a  time,  makes  the  decisions  on  de- 
fense strategy  and  is  responsible  for  its  long-range  planning. 

He  must  also  submit  the  Nation "s  multibillion  dollar  budcet  to  the 
Congress  6very  Januarj-,  covering  eveni'  activity  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment in  great  detail.  That  is  sheer  month-by-month  drudgery  for 
the  President  involving  decisions  that  really  cannofc  be  delegated  to 
anyone  else,  and  work  that  is  never  really  done. 

.Vll  of  this  is  known  to  most  citizens  and  surely  to  the  distinguished 
Senators  of  this  committee. 

1  am  sure  you  also  realize  the  Presidency  has  been  dramatically 
changed  in  recent  years  by  the  increasing  complexity  of  the  Nation's 
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specific  individuals.  And  as  I  can  best  recall  this  conversation,  I  was  a 
little  perplexed  on  this  because  I  did  not  know  these  people  at  all. 
And  it  is— — 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  Fred  LaRue  i 

ilr.  Kaljibach.  Well,  T,  of  course,  knew  Fred  LaRue  but  casually. 
But  as  to  how  to  distribute  these  fluids — then  again,  my  best  recollec- 
tion is  that  he  indicated  at  that  point  that  perhaps  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
might  be  the  one  to  act  as  the  distributor  for  the  fimds. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  this  Tony  Ulasewicz? 

]\Ir.  Kaljibach.  Yes,  sir,  it  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  that  the  Tony  Ulasewicz  who  has  testified  before  this 
committee  before  ? 

Mr.  IC.VL3IBACH.  It  is. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  Tony  Ulasewicz  ? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Had  you  worked  with  him  in  the  past? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  had  met  witli  him  two  or  three  times  total  from 
mid-1969  until  approximately  October  1, 1971,  and  I  had  three  conver- 
sations, two  or  three  conversations,  during  that  period. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  confidence  that  Mr.  Ulasewicz  was  the  kind 
of  person  who  could  be  useful  in  this  kind  of  assignment? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  I  knew  that  he  had  been  acting  and  under- 
taking assignments  for  the  White  House  for  that  period  and  I  certainly 
knew  that  lie  had  the  confidence  of  whoever  it  was  that  he  was  worldng 
with,  and  when  he  mention'^d  Mr.  Ulasewicz  as  someone  to  do  this,  I 
said  that  I  would,  I  certainly  would  have  confidence  in  him. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  whether  or  not — did  you  know  what  kind 
of  assignments  he  had  undertaken  for  the  White  House  before? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  No,  sir;  I  did  not,  Mr.  Dash. 

jNIr.  Dash.  But  you  knew  that  he  would  be  somebody  that  you  could 
have  confidence  in  ? 

Mr.  KALiiBACH.  Well,  I  knew  that  he  was  a  retired  New  York  City 
police  officer  who  was  competent  and  I  was  certain  that  he  was  some- 
one that  could  be  trusted  and  I  would  be 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  other  than  Mr.  Dean  were  you  thinking  of  when  you 
say  they  would  have  confidence?  Did  you  mean  Mr.  Haldeman? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  Well,  whoever  he  was  talking  for.  He  was  using  the 
editorial  "we"  all  the  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  if  he  was  talking  for  anybody  over  in  the  White 
House,  who  did  he  work  with  most  often,  to  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Ivalmbach.  Mr.  Dean  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  KLvlmbach.  Well,  he  worked  with  practically  everyone  in  the 
White  House.  But,  of  course,  principally 

Mr.  Dash.  "Wlio  above  him  ? 

Mr.  KALJfBACH.  He  reported  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  And  he  also 
worked  closely  with  iVIr.  Haldeman.  He  did  not  mention  their  names 
in  this  conversation. 

Mr.  Dash.  Have  you  ever  been  given  any  other  assignment  of  this 
nature  in  the  past  ? 

Mr.  KLvLMBACH.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Da.ih.  After  meeting  with  Mr.  Dean,  what  did  you  do  ?  Did  you 
indicate,  first,  that  you  would  accept  this  assignment  from  Mr.  Dean? 

Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  did. 
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Mr.  SuTTEa  I  do.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure  much  to  the  relief  of  the 
committee  Mr.  Ulasewicz  does  not  have  a  prepared  statement  he  de- 
sires to  read.  He  is  Iiere  merely  for  the  purposes  of  answerino-  questions 
from  the  cominittee  and  I  should  like  the  record  to  indicate  that  he 


n 


appears  pursuant  to  a  subpena  issued  by  the  committee  dated  April  30 
1973,  and  served  upon  him  on  or  about' May  8,  1973.  Thank  you  sir  ' 
_  Mr.  Lenzner.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Sutter. 


L 


r^  "^c  Vj^sewicz,  you  testified  here  about  your  relationships  \vith  Mr 
Caulfield  m  making- contact  with  Mr.  McCord.  I  just  want  to  "o  back 
and  ask  you,  were  you  contacted  originally  by  Mr.  Caulfield  m  Feb- 
ruaiy  of  1969  with  reference  to  doing  some  investigative  work? 

Mr.  ULASE^v^cz.  Yes,  I  was. 

Mr.  Lexzner.  I  understand  the  committee  is  not  going  to  inquire 
mto  that  area  in  any  detail  at  all  today  but  I  do  want  to  ask  just  two 
other  backgroimd  questions:  First,  were  you  also  interviewed  by  Mr. 
John  Ehrhchman  in  May  of  1969  at  the  VIP  lounge  at  LaGuardia 
Airport? 

Mr.  UuvsEwicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  in  June  of  1969  did  you  meet  Mr.  Herbert  Kalm- 
bach  here  in  the  District  of  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Now,  on  or  about  June  28,  1972,  did  you  receive  a  call 
from  that  same  Mr.  Kalmbach  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  I  believe  it  was  on  the  29th  of  Jime. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  could  you  tell  us  what  he  said  to  you  and  what 
you  said  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Mr.  Kalmbach  asked  me  to  come  down  to  Washing- 
ton the  next  afternoon,  that  he  wanted  to  speak  to  me  regarding  an 
as-signment. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  And  did  you  agree  to  do  that  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Did  you  see  him  the  ne.\t  day  ? 

Mr.  Ul^vsewicz.  I  did. 

Mr.  Lenznter.  Wliere  was  that,  sir? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  It  was  in  the  Statler-Hilton  Hotel  in  his  room. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Can  you  tell  us  what  he  said  to  you  at  that  time  and 
what  you  said  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Mr.  Kalmbach  advised  me  that  he  had  a  very  im- 
portant assignment,  and  he  went  at  least  three  times  over  the  state- 
ment, saying  that  it  was  a  situation  that  developed  that  he  was  asked 
to  do  something  and  needed  my  help  in  doing  it.  He  said  that  it  was 
legal,  that  it  was  to  provide  funds  for  persons  in  difficulty  for  payment 
of  their  counsels,  and  for  payment  to  assist  their  families  during  some 
troublesome  period.  He  repeated  the  statement  several  times.  He  was 
very  ill  at  ease,  very  nervous  and  we  got  to  the  point  where  I  said, 
"Well,  Mr.  Kalmbach  just  what  is  this  now"'  and  he  says,  "I  have 
guessed  it,  it's  the  Watergate  situation." 

Mr,  LE.vzNfaj.  Mr.  Ulasewicz,  let  me  just  interrupt — would  you  put 
the  microphone  more  directly  in  front  of  vou  please,  thank  you. 

Mr.  Ui.ASF.wTcz.  And  he  said,  "It's  the  Watergate  situation.  I  giiess 
vou  have  guessed  that,"  and  I  said  "Yes.  sir."  and  he  said  "Well,  again, 
let  me  assure  you  I  would  not  in  any  way  or  fashion  ask  anyone  to  do 
anything  that  I  would  not  engage  my  own  services  in.  It  is  an  assign- 
ment for  me  and  I  am  asking  you  to  do  tliis.  It  will  necessitate  confi- 
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Mv.  Shuke.  And  that  you  were  in  fiict  intervneued  by  Mr.  John 
[''Inlicliiiuiii? 

.\[r.  I 'lasewicz.  Tliiit  iscoiTfct. 

Mr.  SituP.E.  'W'luit  role  dkl  Mv  Kalmbach  play  in  your  prior  em- 
[)l()yment.  with  rcgurtl  to  these  discreet  investigations? 

Mr.  irLASEuacz.  I  met  witii  him  to  discuss  the  arrangements  to 
pay  mc.  I  was  on  Mr.  Kahnbacli's  payroll. 

Mr.  Siiriu:.  So,  in  other  words,  Mr  Kahnbacli's  role  prior  to  the 
events  which  you  ha\e  just  described  really  was  just  as  a  conduit  for 
piiyraeiit  to  you  for  the  services  that  you  were  rendering  to  Mr. 
Caulfield  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman ;  is  that  not  so? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  a  fair  statement. 

Mr.  Shukje.  And  did  Mr.  Kalmbach  ever  order  you  to  conduct  any 
investifracions? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Xo. 

ilr.  SeruRs.  So  that,  when  he  called  you  ou  the  29th,  this  was  the 
first  time  that  he  really  asked  you  to  get  involved  in  anything  by  way 
of  activity  I 

Mr.  l~i_\SEwicz.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SircTvE.  Now,  did  you  check  with  Mr.  Caulfield  and  find  out 
whether  or  not  !Mr.  Kalmbach  was  operating  with  any  authority  ? 

Mr.  TJi^\szvncz.  No;  Mr.  Kalmbach  had  received  my  telephone 
number  from  Mr.  Caulfield,  but  I  did  not  discuss  it  with  ilr.  Caulfield 
in  any  way. 

Mr.  SiiURE.  Did  Mr.  Caulfield  inform  you  that  he  had  given  Mr. 
Kalmbach  your  number? 

Mr.  Ui^vsEwicz.  At  a  subsequent  time.  I  do  not  know  if  it  even  came 
up,  but  nothing  was  relative  to  me  about  that. 

Jlr.  Shure.  But  at  the  period  of  time  in  terms  of  the  2Sth  or  20rh 
of  June  1972,  you  merely  relied  ou  Mr.  Kalmbach's  statement? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Only  Mr.  Kalmbach,  correct. 

Incidentally,  I  may  say  another  conversation  that  occurred,  recall- 
ing as  you  are  asking  me — in  that  room  with  Mr.  Kalmbach.  also, 
one  of  his  instructions  was  that  I  discuss  it  absolutely  with  no  one.  And 
when  we  got  into  it  later  on  the  telephone,  to  make  sure  of  that,  I  said 
to  ^Ir.  Kalmbach — at  one  point  he  asked  me  how  I  would  be  delivering 
the  money  or  how  the  undertaking  would  go  on — I  said  to  ^Ir.  Kalm- 
bach, it  would  be  better  if  you  did  not  know  what  manner  or  method 
I  am  going  to  use  to  distribute  it.  I  imderstand  what  you  waiit  and 
I  am  going  to  deliver  it  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  but  I  do  not  think  you 
should  know.  I  told  him  something  like  Washington  would  be  a 
sieve.  If  it  leaks  out  what  I  am  doing,  you  would  certainl}-  always 
feel  that  I  failed  in  your  trust.  I  said  as  far  as  your  situation,  what- 
ever your  contact  is,  I  will  not  know  it  and  you  will  never  accuse  me 
of  leaking  out  something  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  bHrRE.  Then  can  I  assume  by  your  statement  that  you  did  not 
discuss  this  activity  with  Mr.  Ehi-liclmu\n  either,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ULASEw^cz.  Absolutely  not. 

Mr.  StirRE.  Obviously,  this  was  an  unusual  activity,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  ULASEwrcz.  Well,  depending  on  who  was  doing  it.  To  me  it  was 
not  uimsual.  It  was  just  another  assignment. 
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JVIr.  Ul^vsewicz.  Correct,  sir. 


Senator  Weickxr.  You  were  paid  a  salary  from  May  of  1969  to 
December  of  1972? 

Mr.    Ulasewicz.  July  of  1969. 

Senator  Weicker.  July  of  1969  to  December  1972,  correct? 

Mr.  Ul.:VSEwicz.  1972  December  would  be  correct;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  were  paid  $22,000  per  year,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Ur^SEWicz.  That  is  correct.  Last  year  was  $2,000  per  month, 
was  §24,000  in  the  final  year. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  expenses,  isn't  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  And  expenses,  yes,  sir.. 

Senator  AVeicker.  Could  you  indicate  to  me  the  amount  of  the 
expenses  per  year? 

Mr.  Ulasewtcz.  Koughly  about  $1,000  a  month. 

Senator  Weicker.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  $12,000  per 
year  Ln  addition  to  the  $22,000  salary  ? 

Mr.  Ulase\vicz.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker-  And  this  payroll  was  the  payroll  of  Mr.  Kalm- 
bach's  law  firm  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  your  instructions  with  the  exception  of  the 
moneys  that  you  discussed  this  morning  relative  to  the  defendants,  the 
Watergate  defendants,  your  instructions  came  from  Mr.  Caulfield? 

Mr.  tjL.\SE\vicz.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  you  knew  that  Mr.  Caulfield  was  in  the  White 
House? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  that  in  effect  you  were  paid  by  Mr.  Kalmbach, 
your  instructions  came  from  the  Wliite  House? 

Mr.  UL.\SE\\acz.  Correct,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  I  would  like  to,  if  I  could,  try  to  get  into 

the  general  nature  of  the  investigations,  the  other  investigations,  which 

you  conducted.  Is  it  a  fact  that  these  investigations  or  some  of  these 

'  investigations,  were  background  checks  on  individuals  intended  to 

develop  questionable  facets  of  the  personal  lives  of  these  individuals? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  when  we  are  talking  about  questionable 
facets,  would  this  include  sexual  habits? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  These  were  allegations  and  that  might  be  included 
in  the  categorj',  I  guess. 

Senator  Weicker.  That  would  be  included  in  the  category-.  Drinking 
habits  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Domestic  problems? 

^fr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Personal  social  activities? 

Mr.  T'lasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Whicker.  These  background  checks,  is  there  any  other,  let 
me  ask  you  tlie  ijuestion,  is  tliere  any  other,  general  category  whicli  you 
would  assign  to  thcr^e  background  checks? 

Mi\  I  i.ASF.wicz.  Yes:  tiierc  would  iiave  been  backgrounds  on  various 
other  indi\iduals,  corporations,  orirauizations,  and  any  allegations, 
and  allegations  concerning  political  figures. 
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Senator  Weicker.  All  npht,  I  haven't  gotten  into  asking  you  the 
question  as  to  who  you  perform  these  checks  on.  I  am  just  tTying  to 
get  at  the  nature  of  the  investigation  and  I  think  we  have  checked'out 
domestic  problems,  their  drinking  habits,  personal  social  activities, 
sexual  habits. 

Is  there  any  other  type  of  activity  which  was  investigated  relative 
to  any  corporation  or  individual  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Xo;  it  would  depend  on  the  allegation — would  de- 
pend on  the  degree  of  investigation.  There  wasn't  a  complete  investiga- 
tion on  any  one  person  with  all  those  titles  involved.  Sometimes  it  was 
an  allegation  of  drinking  or  what  it  might  be  and  I  might  just  keep 
my  investigation  to  that  particular  category. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  can  we  categorize  in  a  general  way  those 
individuals  or  corporations  that  were  investigated  by  you?  "Were 
potential  political  opponents  of  the  President  so  investigated? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Wetcker.  Were  other  political  figures,  aside  fi'om  potential 
political  opponents  of  the  President  investigated  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sew7Cz.  Probably,  yes.  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  were  rhe  individuals  in  this  category — were 
they  entirely  background  checks  prior  to  employment  or  was  it  for 
some  other  reason  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Some  would  be  prior  to  employment  and-some  would 
be  as  a  result  of  an  allegation  in  a  newspaper  or  something  of  that 
type. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  ever  file  your  investigations  in  a  written 
form  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Why  not  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  When  I  took  the  assignment  it  was  set  up  that  I 
would  report  directly  and  verbally.  I  was  to  keep  no  files. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  at  any  time  conduct  any  electronic 
surveillance  on  any  individual,  either  in  the  form  of  the  bug  or  the 
tap? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Wereyourinvestigations,  or  were  these  investiga- 
tions intended  to  develop  lists  of  contributors  to  political  candidates? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  how  would  you  go  about  this  problem  ?  You 
are  trying  to  develop  a  list  of  potential  political  contributors.  What 
do  you  investigate  to  develop  a  list  ? 

Mr.  Ul-asewicz.  Well,  in  fact,  the  assignment  would  be  given  to  me 
in  a  manner  that,  to  limit  the  lists,  for  instance,  to  those  on  file  here 
in  the  Senate  and  to  get  the  papers  that  were  filed  concerning  their 
contributors.  I  was  never  asked  to  go  out  and  set  a  list  right  from 
the  start,  for  instance,  I  was  not  asked  to  get  a  list  of  contrfbTitors.  I 
miirht  lie  told,  go  up  to  the  Senate,  go  to  the  Senate  office.  I  miirht  jret 
a  list  of  10  or  V2  contributors,  if  they  had  such  a  thing.  I  would  eet  The 
list  of  people  who  contributed. 

In  other  instances,  T  might  go  to  the  State  Capitol  and  iro  into 
the  public  office  and  ask,  are  these  records  public,  are  they  available 
and  they  would  give  them  to  me.  Sometimes  thev  were  filed  bv  the 
candidate. 
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At  times,  T  would  go  into  the  candidate's  office  and  get  the  list,  liow 
much  was  contributed  and  peruse  the  matter. 

Senator  WEiCKEn.  So  actually,  this  compiling  of  the  list  was  done 
entirely  through  public  records? 

■Mr.  IJlasf.wicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  AVkicker.  Now.  let  us  get  back  to  the  individuals  j'ou  in- 
vestigated. How  was  it  possible  to  get  into  the  matters  of  domestic 
problems,  drinking  habits,  social  activity  and  sexual  activity,  just 
from  a  matter  of  jniblic  record  ? 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  Well,  the  allegation  would  first  cause — the  incident 
would  first  have  had  to  occur  when  I  received  the  investigation.  If  it 
was  an  allegation  of,  a  drinking  allegation,  we  might  take,  I  would 
then  develop  that  lead  by  reading  what  the  allegation  was,  going  into 
the  area  in  the  most  discreet  manner  that  I  would  know  Jiow,  and  I 
did  so  for  several  years.  And  I  would  develop  whether  it  happened  or 
not  and  a  very  high  percentage  of  these  allegations  were  false.  But  I 
would  develop  my  leads  by  interviewing  bartenders,  patrons,  what- 
ever time  it  might  take,  how  long — if  it  were  a  hotel,  hotel  employees, 
waiters.  Those  kind  of  people  are  the  most  talkative. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  in  these  situations,  the  information  sought 
was  not  necessarily  a  matter  of  public  record  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  right. 

Senator  AVeicker.  It  could  have  been  a  matter  of  personal  inter- 
view. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Correct,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  We  have  now  got  potential  political  contributors, 

we  have  potential  political  opponents  of  the  President,  we  have  other 
political  types.  Wliat  other  types  of  individuals  did  you  investigate? 
Again,  in  the  categories  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  They  might  be  members,  might  be  members  of  a 
political  family.  It  might  be  a  son  or  a  nephew  or  something  of  that 
type,  perhaps  an  allegation  of  some  possible  misconduct,  and  I  would 
go  out  on  it  to  see  whether  or  not  it  was  true  and  develop  it  and  re- 
turn and  give  my  report.  That  would  likewise  be  done  by  going  into 
the  area,  possibly  making  my  own  observations,  interviewing  people 
that  might  be  familiar  with  the  circumstances,  the  surroundings.  I 
would  determine  habits,  et  cetera. 

Also,  in  many  instances,  another  category  were  pei-sons  seeking,  who 
would  be  probably  seeking  visits  to  the  White  House  or  something  of 
that  type.  They  might  want  to  know  if  it  was  a  large  group,  they 
might  want  to  know  the  political  affiliations.  That  would  be  the  regis- 
tration records  that  would  be  concerned  and  I  would  go  out  and  look 
at  the  public  records  for  their  registration,  what  party  records  there 
are  prior  to  them  coming  in. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right.  Any  other  categories  such  as  groups 
oriented  toward  a  particular  philosophy  or  politics? 

Mr.  ULASEwacz.  In  the  outset  of  my  investigations,  early  in  the  out- 
set, when  we  were  going  over  the  problems  with  dissident  groups 
within,  picketing  here  at  the  White  House  and  i-elatively.  I  had  left 
fiom  my  experience  in  the  police  department,  I  might  follow  up  on 
that.  But  that  gradually  phased  out. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  in  fact,  Mr.  Ulasewicz — let  me  ask  you  this. 
Is  there  anything  else — I  do  not  want  to  cut  you  off  in  any  way  here; 
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Senator  Baker.  According  to  my — I  have  a  copy  of  the  transcript 
of  your  previous  testimony,  page  702,  which  we  will  supply  you.  It 
indicjites  that  it  was  your  thought  that  it  was  Mr.  Ehrlichman  who 
was  originally  responsible  for  your  being  hired  ? 

Mr.  IJlase^vicz.  Yes;  he  interviewed  me  for  the  position;  right.  But 
the  original  contact  for  me  to  take  this  assignment  came  from  Mr. 
Caulfield.  ilr.  Caultield  was  not  in  a  position  to  hire  me  or  pay  my 
salary. 

Subserjuently,  a  meeting  was  arranged  where  I  would  be  interviewed 
about  the  job  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

Senator  Bake3?.  And  that  in  fact  happened  i 

Mr.  Ul.\sewicz.  That  happened.  And  following  that,  the  acceptance 
of  me,  I  was  interviewed  by  Mr.  Kalmbach  in  order  to  set  up  ray  pay, 
and  so  forth. 

Senator  Baker.  Did  Ehrlichman  describe  to  you  the  type  of  your 
probable  assignments  if  you  were  in  fact  hired  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  There  was  only,  the  conversation  included,  regard- 
ing my  work,  confidential  investigatioixs  that  might  come  from  time 
to  time  of  any  type  and  that  it  was  on  a  trial  basis  to  see  how  it  would 
work  out. 

Senator  Baker.  Surely  he  described  to  you  what  he  meant  by  confi- 
dential investigations? 

Mr.  Ulasewtcz.  Yes,  sir.  He  mentioned  that  there  would  be  some, 
some  would  be  political  figures  of  Kepublican  or  any  other  party, 
Democratic  Party.  There  would  be  backgrounds  on  persons  who  may 
be,  or  want  to  become  visitors  to,  persons  who  may  be  sought  for  ap- 
pointment to  jobs,  positions  within  the  Government,  types  of  investi- 
gations that  they  might  not  want  a  public,  say  an  agent  or  a  bureau 
or  the  Secret  Service  or  somebody  of  that  type,  because  a  record  would 
be  made  and  they  may  have  a  background  on  such  a  person.  And  I 
would  say  that  is  about  the  general  theme  of  that  conversation. 

Senator  Baker.  That  is  a  great  deal.  You  have  told  us  everything 
except 

Mr.  U1.ASEWICZ.  We,  he  did  not  actually  go  into  all  that,  but  that  is 
what  it  meant  to  me. 

Senator  Baker.  Did  he  name  names  of  people  he  wanted  to  look  into 
or  investigate  or 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Baker.  Did  you  later  undertake  such  investigations  ? 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Baker.  Can  you  tell  us  of  whom  and  about  what  ? 

Let  me  say  this,  Mr.  Chairman.  It  is  my  understanding  that  Mr. 
Ulasewicz  will  once  again  return  for  further  testimony  in  another 
categorj' of  testimony. 

Mr.  Ulasewicz.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Baker.  So  we  will  abbreviate  this  inquiry  at  this  point,  with 
the  full  understanding  that  we  can  pursue  that  aspect  of  it  later. 

But  back  on  the  matter  of  who  hired  you  and  for  what  purpose. 
It  is  your  clear  understanding  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman  was  the  one  who 
finally  passed  on  your  appointment  ? 

Mr.  Ul-asewicz.  Correct,  sir. 
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[The  documents  referred  to  Tvere  marked  exhibit  No.  34-3.*] 
Mr.  Deax.  Mr.  jNIalek  was  to  take  charge  and  Mr.  Haldeman  was 
to  be  brought  in  as  the  "Lord  High  Executioner"  when  a  leak  was 
uncovered.  The  committee  will  note  from  the  documents  I  have  sub- 
mitted, this  project  was  to  complement  and  not  compete  with  the 
plumbers.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  this  project  never  uncovered 
the  source  of  a  single  leak. 

I  shall  turn  now,  pursuant  to  the  committee's  request  of  me,  from 
leaks  to  the  matter  of  political  intelligence,  with  the  hope  that  my 
voice  will  hold  up  through  this  entire  statement. 

Interest  in  Political  Intelligence 

The  pre-reelection  White  House  thri\ed  on  political  gossip  and 
political  intelligence.  I  knew  of  the  type  of  information  they  sought 
even  before  I  joined  the  White  House  staff.  During  the  summer  of 
1969,  while  I  was  working  at  the  Justice  Department,  the  then  Dep- 
uty Attorney  General,  Richard  Kleindienst,  called  me  into  his  office 
and  told  me  that  the  White  House  wanted  some  very  important  in- 
formation. Mr.  Kleindienst  instructed  me  to  call  Mr.  DeLoach,  then 
Deputy  Director  of  the  FBI,  and  obtain  from  him  information  re- 
garding the  foreign  travels  of  Mary  Jo  Kopechne.  I  was  told  that 
Mr.  DeLoach  would  be  expecting  a  call  from  me  and  once  I  had  the 
information  in  hand,  I  was  to  give  it  to  Jack  Caulfield  at  the  "N^Tiite 
House. 

This  incident  stuck  in  ray  mind  because  of  the  rather  sensitive 
nature  of  the  information  being  obtained  from  the  FBI  and  the  fact 
that  I  was  made  the  courier  of  the  information. 

To  this  day  I  can  only  speculate  that  I  was  asked  to  convey  the 
information  so  that  others  could  deny  they  had  done  so  should  the 

.tter  become  known. 

t  was  not  until  I  joined  the  '\'7hite  House  staff  and  Caulfield  was 
placed  on  my  staff  that  I  learned  that  Caulfield  was  assigned  to 
develop  political  intelligence  on  Senator  Edward  Kennedy. 

Mr.  Caulfield  told  me  that  within  some  6  hours  of  the  accident  at 
Chappaquiddick  on  July  18,  1969,  he  had  a  friend  named  Tony  on 
the  scene,  who  remained  on  the  scene  conducting  a  private  investiga- 
tion of  the  matter  and  reporting  pertinent  information  back  to  him. 
It  was  not  until  this  spring  that  I  knew  or  could  remember  Tony's  full 
name — Anthony  Ulasewicz.  Caulfield  told  me  that  ilr.  Ulasewicz  posed 
as  a  newspaper  reporter,  and  always  asked  the  most  embarrassing 
questions  at  any  press  gathering  related  to  the  Chappaquiddick  inci- 
dent. Caulfield  also  informed  me  that  his  instructions  were  to  continue 
surveillance  of  Senator  Kennedy  and  that  he  was  doin.o^  so  on  n.  selected 
basis.  I  was  told  by  Caulfield  that  although  he  had  been  assigned 
to  my  staff  that  he  would  continue  to  perform  various  intelligence 
gathering  functions  assigned  to  him  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman  or  JNIr. 
Haldeman. 

I  recall  only  once  becoming  involved  in  ]Mr.  Caulfield's  activities 
relating  to  Senator  Kennedy.  That  occurred  in  the  fall  of  1971  when 
I  received  a  call  from  Larry-  Higby,  who  later — and  I  can  say  later 
these  talks  were  followed  up  with  Mr.  Strachan.  who  told  me  that 
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Haldeman  wanted  24-hour  sur\-eillance  of  Senator  Kennedy  and  regu- 
lar reports  on  his  activities.  I  passed  this  on  to  Caulfield  and  we  dis- 
cussed it.  He  told  me  that  he  thought  that  this  was  most  unwise 
because  it  would  require  several  men  and  also  could  uncover  his 
activities  in  that  Senator  Kennedy  was  bound  to  realize  he  was  under 
surveillance  and  given  the  fact  that  it  could  easily  be  misinterpreted 
as  someone  who  was  planning  an  attack  on  his  life,  and  the  police  or 
the  FBI  might  be  called  in  to  investigate.  I  agreed  fully  with  Caul- 
field.  After  some  initial  resistance.  I  convinced  Higby  that  it  was  a 
bad  idea  to  have  a  dav-in-and-day-out  sur\-eillance  and  it  was  called 
off.  Instead,  Caulfield  was  to  keep  a  general  overview  of  Senator 
Kennedy's  activities  and  pursue  specific  investigations  of  activities 
that  might  be  of  interest. 

Caulfield  seldom  informed  me  of  his  findings,  but  occasionally  he 
would  bring  matters  to  my  attention.  For  example,  Caulfield  was 
instructed  to  investigate  Senator  Kennedy's  visit  to  Honolulu  in 
August  1971.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  copy  of  his  report, 
which  he  passed  on  for  me  to  see,  along  with  several  foUowup  memo- 
randums relating  to  the  \dsit. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  34r-4.*] 

Mr.  Deax.  Political  intelligence  often  came  from  unexpected  sources. 
For  example,  during  this  last  spring  of  1972,  a  top  man  at  the  Secret 
Service  brought  me  information  regarding  Senator  McGovern.  I 
asked  llr.  Colson  if  he  were  interested.  He  was  very  interested  and  had 
the  information  published. 

The  persons  on  the  White  House  staff  who  were  most  interested  in 
political  intelligence  were  Ehrlichman.  Haldeman.  and  Colson.  As  the 
reelection  campaign  drew  closer,  I  would  have  to  say  that  it  was  prin- 
cipallv  Colson  and  sometimes  Haldeman  who  sought  infonnation  from 
my  office  that  had  political  implication  to  it.  "V^Hiilo  I  have  been  unable 
to  make  a  complete  review  of  my  office  files  to  document  the  many  types 
of  inquiries,  I  do  have  some  documents  that  evidence  a  fair  sampling 
of  the  type  of  requests  that  were  frequently  made  of  me  and  how  they 
were  handled  by  my  office.  The  documents  are  extremely  sensitive  and 
could  be  injurious  to  innocent  people  whose  names  are  mentioned  in 
them.  Accordingly,  I  have  submitted  them  for  the  committee's  use,  and 
I  am  prepared  to  answer  any  questions  the  committee  may  have  regard- 
ing these  documents. 

[The  documents  referred  to  were  marked  exhibit  Xo.  34-5  for 
identification  only  and  are  not  for  publication.] 

Mr.  Dean.  In  addition  to  the  rather  wide  ranging  types  of  inquii-ies 
evidenced  by  the  documents  I  have  just  referred  to,  and  in  addition  to 
the  extensive  efforts  to  obtain  politically  embarrassing  information  on 
Senator  Kennedy,  there  were  also  frequent  efforts  to  obtain  politically 
embarrassing  information  on  Mr.  Lawrence  O'Brien,  the  Democratic 
Xational  Committee  chairman.  Senator  Muskie,  and  Senator  McGov- 
ern.  'Wliile  the  involvement  of  my  office  in  seeking  such  information 
was  peripheral,  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  records  and  docu- 
ments which  show  the  efforts  of  the  White  House  to  politically  embar- 
rass those  individuals. 

[The  documents  referred  to  were  marked  exhibits  Xos.  o4-6,  34-7, 
and  34-S  for  identification  only  and  aio  not  for  publication.] 
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Mr.  Dean.  Again,  because  of  the  very  sensitive  nature  of  informa- 
tion contained  in  these  documents,  and  the  problems  that  information 
might  unfairly  cause  those  individuals,  I  shall  not  discuss  the  docu- 
ments farther,  other  than  to  point  out  to  the  committee  that  the  inter- 
est in  Mr.  Larry  O'Brien  dates  back,  from  my  records,  to  the  time  I 
first  joined  the  White  House  start'  in  July  19fo,  wliile  tlie  interest  in 
Senatoi-s  Muskie  and  McGoveru  developed  as  the  reelection  campaign 
developed. 

I  would  now  like  to  turn  to  a  political  intelligence  and  security  plan 
that  was  designed  for  the  campaign,  but  ultimately  was  rejected'. 

Operatiox  Sandwedge 

"While  Caulfield  was  a  member  of  my  statF,  the  use  of  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
slowly  diminished,  in  that  I  had  no  need  for  such  inxestigative  work, 
and  I  only  requested  Caulfield  to  obtain  investigative  information 
when  someone  else  on  the  staff  requested  it.  While  I  did  try  to  find 
assignments  for  Caulfield  that  related  to  the  work  of  the  counsel's 
office  it  was  difficult  in  that  he  was  not  a  lawyer. 

Mr.  Caulfield  was  aware  of  this  situation  and  in  the  spring  of  1971 
he  came  to  me  and  told  me  that  he  was  thinking  of  leaving  the  "WTiite 
House  staff  and  establishing  an  investigative/security  consulting  cor- 
poration. He  felt  that  there  was  a  need  and  a  market  for  wh'at  he 
described  as  a  "Republican  intertel" — Intertel  being  a  firm  being  a  long 
established  firm  that  has  been  in  existence  working  in  this  field.  He 
told  me  that  he  could  have  a  going  concern  by  campaign  time  and  that 
his  firm  could  provide  investigative/security  assistance  to  the 
campaign. 

We  casually  discussed  this  on  several  occasions.  The  basic  :ind  initial 
concept  he  had  developed  was  an  operation  that  could  be  funded  by 
contracts  with  corporations.  Mr.  Caulfie'ds  firm  would  provide  services 
for  these  corporations,  but  it  would  also  provide  free  services  to  the 
1972  reelection  campaign.  I  recall  telling  Caulfield  that  I  could  not  help 
him  in  the  intelligence  field  because  I  did  not  have  any  expertise  in 
the  area  but  I  advised  him  that  he  should  work  with  a  lawyer  in  de- 
veloping the  concept  he  had  outlined  to  me  becaui^e  it  was  fraught  with 
legal  problems.  For  example.  I  told  him  corporations  are  prohibited 
under  Federal  law  from  making  direct  campaign  contributions. 

Shortly  after  these  conversations,  Caulfield  informed  me  that  he  had 
formed  a  group  to  develop  a  plan  to  submit  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  ]\Ir. 
Haldeman,  and  Mr.  Mitchell.  The  planning  group  intended  to  btcome 
the  principal  officers  of  th«  corporation  once  it  commenced  its  activity. 
Caulfield  and  the  group  spent  several  months  develnpinrr  their  plans 
and  in  early  August  or  September  of  1971  Caulfield  brought  mc  a  copy 
of  a  memorandum  entitled  Operation  Sandwedge  and  told  me  he 
was  seeking  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  discuss  the  matter  and 
requested  that  I  assist  him  in  gettinsr  a  meetin<T  witli  Mr.  :>fitchell.  I 
do  not  know  if  Mv.  Caulfield  met  with  :\rr.  Ehrlichman.  If  he  did,  I 
was  notpresent  and  have  no  knowledw  of  the  meetinjr. 

I  read  the  memorandum  and  found  it  to  be  a  privately  operated  ex- 
tension of  the  types  of  things  that  Cau'field  liad  boon  iVerforminc-  for 
Ehrlichman.  T  returned  the  memorandum  to  Caulfield  and  told  him 
I  would  raise  it  witli  Mitchell.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  Opera- 
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it  was  a  silly  idea  was  the  reason  that  the  — 

Mr.  Caulfield.   It  was  made  in  strong  terms  to  Mr.  Dean 
verbally,  and  I  think  it's  a  matter  of  record. 


Mr.  Lackritz.   All  right.   Prior  to  1971,  had  you  been 
asked  to  conduct  any  inquiries  into  any  matters  concerning 
Senator  Kennedy?    .      ■ 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes,  in  1969  there  was  a   request  to  have 
|-  the  facts'  surrounding  Chappaquiddick  determined,  by  Mr..  Dlasewic;^,. 
directed  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman  through  me,  to  have  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
conduct  an  inquiry  surrounding  the  incident  at  Chappaquiddick. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I  see.   And  was  this  on  the  occasion  of  the 
hiring  of  Mr.  Ulasewicz? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes. 

Mr .  Lac3critz .   That  was  the  first  investigation  Mr.  Ulasewijc 
was  asked  to  conduct? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   That's  correct. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Do  you  recall  how  Mr.  Olasewicr  was  reportXEJg 
back  to  you  on  the  progress  of  the  investigation? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Verbally. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   And  were  these  verbal  reports  subsequently 
typed  up  in  memoranda  form? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Only  if  there  was  any  matter  of  significanc 
involved,  and  I  don't  think  there  were  very  many  reports. 


Mr-  Lackritz-   Do  you  recall  Mr.  Rabozo  coming  to  Washingto 
D.  C.  during  this  investigation  of  the  Chappaquiddick  incident? 
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discussing  Mr.  Ulasewicz  with  Miss  Woods. 

Mr.  Lackritz.  Did  you  ever  go  to  her  to  ask  her  for  iafor- 
itiation  for  the  purpose  of  —  in  pursuit  of  aa  investigation  that 
you  were  conducting? 

Mr-  Caulfield.   The  only  thing  that  I  can  recall  in  that 
context  was  one  time  there  was  concern  for  the  whereabouts  of 
young  Donald  Nixon  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,-  I  think  we  discussec 
his  whereabouts  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  had 
asked  if  Mr.  Ulasewicz  could  determine  where  young  Donald  Nixon 
was-  And  I  think  that  she  had  some  information  indicating  that 
he  might  have  been  out-in.  California  and  I  discussed  with  her  the 
details  that  she  had,  so  that  l-Ir.  Dlasewicz's  job  might  be  easie;- 
in  locating  youngDonald  Nixon. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  you  explain  to  her  the  purpose  for  you 
asking  this-  information? 

lit.  Caulfield :   I  "don't  understand  the  "question. 
Mr.  Lackritz..   Did  you  say,  I  need  this  information  because 
I  am  trying  to  find  him  and  get  him  out  of  trouble. 'or  did  you 
tell  her  that  you  understood  that  he  was  in  some  trouble,  or  did 
you  explain  to  her  any  of  your  reason  for  wanting  to  know  his 
whereabouts? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  do.  not  recall  specifically,  but  if  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  had  asked  rae  to  locate  young  Donald  Nixon  and  Rose 
Woods  had  some  information  as  to  where  he  might  be,  I  would  have 
explained  that  to  her  in  order  to  more  quickly  get  to  the  bottom 
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17.    On  or  about  November  1,  1969  Attorney  General  Mitchell  requested 
the  FBI's  views  as  to  the  type  of  coverage  to  be  used  on  Joseph  Kraft. 
The  Domestic  Intelligence  Division  of  the  FBI  recommended  "spot"  physical 
surveillance  and  a  survey  to  determine  the  feasibility  of  a  telephone 
wiretap.   Subsequently  Director  Hoover  sent  to  the  Attorney  General  a 
request  that  the  wiretap  be  authorized.   The  spot  physical  surveillance 
was  initiated  on  or  about  November  5,  1969,  and  continued  until 
December  12,  1969,  when  it  was  discontinued  as  unproductive.   The 
Attorney  General  never  signed  an  approval  of  the  wiretap  and  therefore, 
at  that  time,  no  wiretap  was  instituted. 
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17.1  Summary  of  FBI  file  on  Joseph  Kraft  wiretap,  June 

1973,  prepared  by  House  Judiciary  Committee  staff...,  ..  356 
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17.1     SUMMARY  OF  NOTES  OF  FBI  FILE  ON  JOSEPH  KRAFT  WIRETAP^   JUNE  1973 

Sensitive  FBI  documents  dealing  with  the  wiretap  of  Joseph  Kraft  examined 
by  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  disclosed  that  the  FBI  has  no  record  that  a 
wiretap  of  Joseph  Kraft  was  ever  conducted  by  the  FBI  itself.   The  FBI  records 
disclose  that  the  FBI  did  have  information  that  in  1959  John  Ehrlichman  had 
directed  a  wiretap  on  Kraft  that  was  installed  while  Kraft  was  on  vacation. 
The  wiretap  was  removed  before  his  return,  and  John  Caulfield,  who  installed  the 
tap,  assumed  that  the  "bug"  was  removed  because  the  White  House  had  convinced  the 
FBI  to  take  over  the  tap. 

The  FBI  documents  also  contain  19  pages  of  recorded  material  from  microphone 
coverage  of  Kraft  in  a  foreign  country.  The  records  indicate  that  Assistant  FBI 
Director  William  Sullivan,  apparently  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  Director 
Hoover,  traveled  to  the  foreign  country  and  arranged  for  microphone  coverage  of 
Kraft's  hotel  room  through  local  authorities. 

The  FBI  documents  also  show  letters  from  the  FBI  to  John  Ehrlichman  concerning 
this  wiretap  dated  July  15,  1969  and  November  7,  1969.   A  copy  of  the  November  7 
letter  was  also  sent  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell, 

Consideration  was  given  to  installing  a  wiretap  on  Kraft  in  the  United  States, 
but  due  to  failure  of  the  Attorney  General  to  provide  written  approval,  a  tap  was 
never  installed. 

A  memorandum  from  William  Sullivan  to  Assistant  FBI  Director  CD.  DeLoach, 
dated  November  4,  1969,  discussed  the  Attorney  General's  request  for  coverage  on 
Kraft.   The  Attorney  General  had  asked  for  the  FBI's  views  as  to  the  most  effective 
type  of  coverage.   The  FBI  had  responded  that  close  physical  surveillance  of  Kraft 
was  too  dangerous,  but  that  a  selective  spot  surveillance  in  the  evenings  to  check 
on  his  social  contacts  would  be  safe  and  productive.   The  FBI  was  directed  to  study 
the  feasibility  of  installing  a  wiretap  on  Kraft's  telephone  at  his  office  and 
residence,  but  the  Attorney  General  never  signed  an  authorization,  and  the  tap  was 
not  installed. 
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17.1     SUMMARY  OF  NOTES  OF  FBI  FILE  ON  JOSEPH  KRAFT  WIRETAP,   JUNE  1973 

Sullivan  sent  a  further  memorandum  dated  December  11,  1969  reporting  that  the 
spot  physical  surveillance  of  Kraft  had  been  unproductive  from  an  intelligence 
standpoint,  and  recommending  that  it  be  terminated.   Sullivan's  memorandum  further 
noted  that  the  Attorney  General  had  not  responded  to  the  FBI  request  for 
authorization  of  a  wiretap,  and  that  the  matter  should  therefore  be  dropped.   The 
spot  physical  surveillance  was  discontinued  on  December  12,  1969. 
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18.       In  or  about  January  1970  H.  R.  Haldeman  and  John  Ehrlichman 
permitted  the  information  contained  in  one  of  the  summaries  of  the 
1969-71  wiretaps  to  be  used  in  connection  with  political  action  in 
opposition  to  persons  critical  of  the  Administration's  Vietnam  policy. 
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IS.l     J.    EDGAR  HOOVER  LETTER,    DECEMBER  29,    1969 


Tirf.    IMKtCl.'H 


TO?    SECRiZTl 
umti:d  statls  ui:rAaTM  k.vt  ok  jlsticc 


\r-^y^'i':y  ILUtRAL   ULl-.LAU   Or    1  .\  \  KST I  OATI  ON 


U-Abai.NCTON.  DC.     :'JJ31 


Decembar  29,  1959 


The  Presidsnt 
Ths  Vrhits  Kousa 
Vashington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr-  Presidant: 

Previous  co~;.~tinic3tions  have  sat  forth  infort^ation 
vhich  va  obtninad  frcni  ejctrcnial/  sansitive  sources  concerning 
contacts  made  by        /\^  a  fornier  ;fnite  House  staff 

member  v,-ho  is  now  ei-iployed  by 

/V    iras  recently  in  ccntpct  vith  an  unidentified 
indi\'idual  -/no  told    /k    that  he  had  recaiv.od  a  call  frcn 
Clark  Clifford.   Clifford  is  probably  identical  rdth  the  forr:er 
Secretary  of  DafensD.  Accoroin?  to  this  individual  ha  and 
Clifford  discussed  an  article  vhich  Clifford  nsy  be  preparing. 
Ha  said  that  Clifford  is  concerned  about  "sharpening  up  his 
attack  on  Nixon"  and  that  apparently  hi  had  obtained  "old  ITi-on 
statements, "  one  being  to  the  effect  that  Presidant  TbJ.eu  is 
one  of  the  five  greatest  rr.en  of  our  tirr.a.   Another  stater.enr  is 
that  Vietnan  bz   one  of  the  finast  hours  in  United  States  his-ory. 
He  said  that  Clifford  felt  that  -.rhather  tha  article  ^.-ill  be 
published  ^rill  deoend  on  -^-rhat  alternative  he,  Clifford,  has  to 
offer  and  that  Clifford  as-'-ad  hi^  vhat  altarnativa  he  could  offei 
This  unidentified  individual  did  not  indicate  vhat  ha  told 
Clifford. 

This  individ-oal  also  vrondered  -whether  he  could 
ethically  go  to  a  meeting  •■•rith"Hanr>-"  today,  December  29,  1969, 
to  discuss  the  sar.e  subject, as  ^  had  told 

hira'Henry"\rants  to  sea  hia  then.   He  also  told    A/     that 
an  article  ray  appear  in  "Life"  magazine  raich  would  be  follo'.red 

TOP  S^CPZT 

Group   1 
Excluded   froin  automatic 
doT-mgrading   and 
declassification 

NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
i  DESIGNATION. 
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MjI__L_EDGARjmvER  LETTER.    DECEMBER  29.    laR.Q 

TOP  s^cRirr 


The  President 


by  an  interview  of  Clifford  in  '-Tine"  ciagazine.   Clifford  than 
may  appear  on  ";-!aet  the  Press."  This  individual  than  discussed 
the  fact  that  ha  had  to  sub'-r-lt  an  outline  of  the  article  and 
an  introduction  to  it  to  Clifford.   Ka  said  that  he  had  told 
Clifford  thattha  main  thrust  of  the  .article  should  be  "ever>'thing 
out  by  tha  end  of  1971,"  and  that  Clifford  had  not  rejected  this 
idea. 

Sincerely  yours. 


0 


TO?  S' 
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18.2     ALEXANDER  BUTTERFIELD  MEMORANDUM,   JANUARY  8,    1970 


Jaaaaxy  F. ,    1970 


TOP  SFCi;rT 


iME2vtO;;M\DUM  FOR:  MR,   MAGRUDER 

FROM:  ALEXANDER  P.    BUTTERFIELD 

RE:  J.   Edgar  Iloover'a  December  29th  Letter  to 

The  President  Concerning  /V  and 

Clark  Clifford 

\ki  rif  cponnc  to  your  query,   here  are  my  initial  thoughta  on.  the  matter: 

Yon  should  go  --  first  of  all  --  to  Al  Kaig  (not  to         Z-  )  and 

find  out  who  participated  in  Mcnry'a  Deccn^'-'cr  ii9th  mcetiig^.     If 
lie  ).-3.d  rr,orc  tlian  one  f,^-oup  uicctinj  on  thi     ^-y,  you  could  cay 
that  ijt  iii  your  under  stand  in-^  that  this  particular  meetinr;  concerned 
Vietnam  and  options  as  to  our  future  coarsen  of  action  there. 

You  should  gc:t  ahold  of  the  npcechcs  or  talks  in  which  I/Ii.   Mixon 
(tiic  crtnoidato)   made  tlie  atate;-ncnta  i-nentioncd  in  the  second  para- 
grap}i  ...   in  order  to  know  and  under  a  land  the  context. 

The  name  of  the  j;;ame,   of  courr.e,   is  to  r^ct  ourselves  sprinn;loaded 
to  a  position  from  which  we  can  clfcctivcly  counter  whatever  tc.ck 
Cliltord  takca  .  .  .   and  it  would  appear  that  the  memorandum  you 
showed  to  inc  provides  the  basic  frame%'.'Ork  for  his  plan. 

Al  Kaij  can  f3Ct  you  squared  away  on  at  least  a  preliminary  cchciTic. 

■\V  e  can  bi-ilc:  frorn  there. 

Nc;cdl'-;:;u  to  r.r^Y >    thin  item  in  every  bit  au  ocnsitive  ?.3  the  mcfno- 

rnaduin  iii-iic-tof!. 
-,-,-,,•,  ,  ,.^.,.,   .(. 

•  NOTE:      TtiiS  DOCUMENT  WAS  SUBMTtTED  TO  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMUTTEE  BY 
ALEXANDER  BUTTERFIELD.      IN  HIS  TESTIMONY  BEFORE  THE  C0M4ITTEE  ON 
JULY  2,    1974,   MR.    BUTTERFIELD  IDENTIFIED  THE  DOCUMENT  AS  A  TRUE 
COPY  OF  A  MEMORANDUM  WHICH  HE  SENT  TO  JEB  MAGRUDER  ON  JANUARY  S, 
1970,    IN  RESPONSE  TO  A  QUESTION  FROM  MR.    MAGRUDER. 

THE  DELETED  PORTIONS  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  I'/ERE  DELETED  BY  THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  PRIOR  TO  PUBLIC 
RELEASE  OF  THE  DOCUMENT.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS 
HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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18.2     ALEXANDER  BUTTERFIEW  MEMORANDUM,    JANUARY  8,    1969 

MEMORANDUM 

THE    WVHTE    HOUSE 

WASH  IN  OTON 


January  8.    1969 
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MEMORANDUM  FOR.:  MR.    M\GRUDER 

FROM:  ALEXANDER  P..  BUTTERFIELD 

^■^.  J.   Edgar  Hoover's  December  29th  Letter  to 

the  President  Concerning  A^  and 

Clark  Clifford 


It  would  be  interesting  to  me  --  first  of  all  --  to  go  to  Al  Haig 
(not  to  i.  )  and  find  out  who  participated  in  Henry's 

December  29th  meeting.     If  he  had  more  than  one  group  meet- 
ing on  that  day,   you  could  say  it  is  your 'understanding  that  this 
particular   meeting  concerned  Vietnam  and  options  as  to  our 
future  courses  of  action  the'-e. 

I  would  want  to  get  ahold  of  the  speeches  or'talks  in  which  Mr. 
Nixon  made  the   statements  mentioned  in  the  second  paragraph  ... 
in  order  to  know  and  understand  the  context  in  which  the   state- 
ments were   made, 

jsjeedless  to  say,    this  item  is  every  bit  as  sensitive  as  the   m.emo- 
randum  indicates. 

The  name  of  the  game,    of  course",   is  to  springload  ourselves  to  a 
position  from  which  we  can  effectively  counter  whatever  tack 
Clifford  takes  .  .  .   and  it  would  appear  than  this  memorandum 
provides  the  basic  framework  for  his  plan. 

TOP  sec-.i.;t 


NOTE:      THIS  DOCUMENT  IS  FROM  THE  FILES  OF  JEB  MAGRUDER.      ALEXANDER 

BUTTERFIELD,    IN  HIS  TESTIMONY  BEFORE  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE 
ON  JULY  2,    1974,    STATED  THAT  HE  DID  NOT  -WRITE  THE  MEMORANDUM  AND 
HAD  NEVER  SEEN  J.    EDGAR  HOOVER'S  JANUARY  1970  MEMORANDUM  TO  THE 
PRESIDENT.      THE  DATE  OF  THE  MEMORANDUM  IS  APPARENTLY  A  TYPOGRAPHI- 
CAL ERROR. 

THE  DELETED  PORTIONS  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  WERE  DELETED  BY  THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  OF  THE  COMITTEE  PRIOR  TO  PUBLIC 
RELEASE  OF  THE  DOCUMENT.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS 
HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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28.5     JIM  KEOGH  MEMORANDUM^   JANUARY  12,    1970 
MEMORANDUM 


THE   WHITE    !IOUSE 

V/AS/(  [MGTON 


January  1?.,    1970 


MEMORAN'DUM  FOR  JEB  MAC-RUDER 
FROiM:  JIM  KEOGH    ~)~)^ 

SUBJECT:     The  President's  Remarks  About  Vietnam  and 
President  Thieu 


On  Jvdy  30,   when  the  President  was  visiting  United  States  troops 
at  the  headquarters  of  the  Firsi  Infantry  Di\xsion  at  Di  An  in 
Vietnam,    he  centered  his  remarks  on  the  difficulties  of  the  U.S. 
role  in  the  war.     In  the  course  of  these  remarks,   he  praised  the 
men  for  fighting  on  courageously  despite  divided  opinion  and  a 
lack  of  understanding  at  horr.e.     He  reaffirmed  the  American  goal 
of  bringing  the  vvar  to  an  early  end  in  a  v/ay  that  v/ould  enable  the 
people  of  South  Vietnam  and  of  Asia  to  choose  their  own  v/ay  and 
to  have  real  peace;.        After  comir;.enting  that  this  period  of  history 
probably  v/ill  be  remeinbered  as  the  time  v.-hen  m.en  landed  on  the 
Moon,    he  sa'id:     "But  also  out  here  in  this  dreary,    difficult  war, 
I  think  history  will  record  that  this  may  have  been  one  of  Amer- 
ica's finest  hours,    because  we  took  a  difficult  task  and  we  succeeded." 

The  following  day,    chatting  v/ith  reporters  on  Air  Force  One,    as 
he  flevv'  toward  Mew  Delhi,   the  President  discussed  his  visit  to 
Vietnam  and  expressed  new  praise  and  support  for  the  Saigon 
Government.      So  far  as  I  knov.-,    there  is  no  trraascript  of  these 
remarks,    so  we  have  no  precise  record  of  the  President's  words. 
However,    Max  Frankel  of  the  Xe-.v  York  Times  reported:     "...He 
called  Mr,    Thieu  probably  one  of  the  four  or  five  best  political 
leaders  in  the  world."     Don  Oberdorfer  of  the  V.'ashingtor.  Post 
wrote  that  he  called  President  Thieu  "one  of  the  four  or  five  best 
politicians  in  the  world.  ■'     The  V.'ashington  Star  put  it  this  way: 
",He  described  Thieu  as   a  very  capable  guy,    an,  excellent  politician 
--  probably  one  of  the  four  or  fi'/e  best  in  the  world.  " 

It  seems  to  m.e  that  nci:':ier  state:- ent  is  particr.larly  vulnerable 
when  placed  in  conto;<l;   the  trorr.lo  is   that  they  will  be  used  out  of 
context. 
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18.4     JEB  MAGRUDER  MEMORANDUM,   JANUARY  IS,    1970 


MKrv;OiiANDu:.j 


THE   WHITE   HOUSE  /-    (j^X>y 

WAS  III.no  TON  ^  ,  —^fr'x 

January  15,    1970 


H.  R.  HALDEM 

JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN 

JEB  S.  MAGRUDER  ^ 


Vvi 


Impending  Article  by  Clark  Clifford 
Against  Our  Policy  in  Vietnam 


CONFIDENTIAL 

MEMORANDUM  FOR: 

FROM: 
RE: 


J.    Edgar  Hoover's  memorandum  to  the  President  regarding  the  poten- 
tial problem  that  is  developing  with  Clark  Clifford  has  been  checked  out 
thoroughly.     He  is  going  to  write  an  article  for  LIFE  that  will  be  pub- 
J^J^^    lished  within  the  next  month.     As  far  as  we  know,    it  v/ill  be  a  very  strong 
'  article  against  our  policy  in  Vietnam,    utilizing  quotes  and  information  he 

has   regarding  the  President,    and  probably  suggesting  complete  troop 
withdrawal  by  the  end  of  1970. 

We  are  in  a  position  to  counteract  this  article  in  any  number  of  wayc. 
■  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  best  approach  would  be  to   run  a  simultaneous 
article  in  LOOK  about  our  success   in  Vietnam  by  soineone  like  Dean 
Acheson.     I  have  ashed  Al  Haig  to  see  if  this  could  be  done.     There  might 
be  other  people  who  could  also  write  similar  articles.     I  am  thinking 
particularly  of  Sir  Robert  Thompson.  cAjJ 

We  could  also  be  prepared  to  launch  an  effective  counteraction  if  we  felt 
it  was  v/arranted,  by  utilizing  Administration  spokesmen  on  television, 
by  letters  to  LIFE  relating  the  true  context  of  the  President's  remarks, 
or  by  relating  some  of  Clifford's  activities  to  the  press  that  would  indi- 
cate the  hypocrisy  of  his  position.  It  has  also  been  suggested  that  doing 
nothing  might  be  the  most  effective  response—    t^TJu^^w^-i?*- 


'j^ 


^U 


3p  councermeasures  ot  the  typ 
indicated  unless  it  is  decided  to  go  ah.ead.      Please  give  me  your  opinion 
as  to  the  correct  approach  as  soon  as  possible 


We  do  not  have  nnuch  time  to  develop  countermeasures  of  the  type  l4ia-v'e  ^        i 

/^..itrrf,/y  xC 
CONFIDENTL^L  /^  fiu^jC^a^  x'^/^ir^  <^L£-C^ 
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18. S     UNDATED  JOHN  EHELICHMAN  MEMORANDUM 

THE  SUiVhVlER  WHITE  HOUSE 

SAN  CLEMENTE,  CALIFORNIA 


^^<U^  Q^Cu^^     UJ^^^ 


JOHN  EHRLICHMAM       y--;  /^ '         ^ — 
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18.5  UNDATED  JOHN  EHHLICHMAN  MEMORANDUM 

THE  SU\^MER  WHITE  HOUSE 

SAN   C  L  E  M  E  N  T  £  ,   CALIFORNIA 


JOHN  EHRLICHMAN 
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18.6     H.R.   HALDEMAN  TRANSMITTAL  MEMORAWUM 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


•       •  ^  DATE. 

TO:  /    ^  I 

FROM:   B03  HALDEMAN 


FYI PLE.tSE  HANDLE. 

PLEASE  REVIEW  AND  SEE  ME^ 

OTHER: 


J. 


J<La^   /P^' 


/ 
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19.    Until  May  13,  1970  summaries  of  "top  secret"  wiretap  material 
were  sent  by  Director  Hoover  to  the  President  and  to  Kissinger.   After 
that  date,  following  a  meeting  among  the  President,  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and 
Haldeman,  the  summaries  were  sent  to  Haldeman  alone.   According  to  the 
FBI,  there  were  37  letters  to  Kissinger  between  May  13,  1969  and  May  11, 
1970;  there  were  34  letters  to  the  President  dated  from  July  10,  1969  to 
May  12,  1970;  there  were  52  letters  to  Haldeman  dated  from  July  10,  1969  to 
February  11,  1971;  and  there  were  15  letters  to  Ehrlichman  dated  from 
July  25,  1969  to  September  22,  1969. 
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19.1     R.H.    HAYNES  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  IS,    1970 


Memorandum 


TO        MR.  W.  C.  SULLIVAN  uatl:    5/15/70 

FROM      R.  H.  HAYNES  DO  NOT  FILE 

SUBJECT:    TECHNICAL  SURVEILLANCE  REQUEST   V  ■'  -"   -•■'/ 
WHITE  HOUSE  ''~~" '  •  " 

In  accordance  with  the  Director's  meeting  with  the 
President  on  5/13/70,  the  results  of  very  sensitive  coverage 
requested  by  the  National  Security  Council  were  personally 
delivered  by  liaison  to  Mr,  H.  R,  Haldeman  on  5/14/70. 

Haldeman  advised  Liaison  Supervisor  R.  E.  Haynes 
that  this  material,  at  the  President's  specific  instmctions, 
was  to  be  handed  to  him  personally,  and  in  the_event_af  his 
aiisence,  it  was  to  be  p:ijven_sealed  to  his  Assistant,  Lawrence  M, 
Hist)y.   He  instructed  Higby,  in  the  presence  of  the  Liaison 
Supervisor,  _th.S.t  IIiQ.by_v;as  to  hold  it  unopGned_  f  or  .Kaldemaa. 

Material  previously  furnished  to  General  Haig  for 
Dx'.  Kiaaiufciur  .voulu  lunaiii  in  iha.t  oxiice,   Kaidenan  advised 
that  the  material  he  receives  would  be  kept  in_his  personal 
safe  in  his  office,  and  when  he  finished  with  specific  itcns, 
he  would  return  them  to  the  Bureau  through  the  same  channels 
for  destruction. 

Haldeman  stated  that,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
Kissinger  would  no  longer  be  ~>eceiving  this  material,  he  would 
advise  him  on  the  evening  of  5/14/70  of  the  President's 
instructions. 


r,  . 

r 

=  -    -. 

-■•:■— i/ 

?'"-•- 

-.1.    =-   - 
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19.  2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  17,    1973,   SFRC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
14 ' 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  j^^ 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff  ; 


r 


I   knoi 


Senator  Case.   He  was  the  only  one  of  those,  if  there  were 
perhaps  more  than  one  but  maybe  not,  tapped  the  longest,  I 
guess,  from  the  4th  of  May  1969  to  the  10th  of  February  1971. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   Senator,  I  never  had  any  knowledge  of 
when  a  tap  was  terminated.   The  only  knowledge  I  would  have  of 
the  continuation  of  taps  would  be  if  I  received  reports,  I 
would  receive  reports  in  turn  only  if  they  contained  national 
security  information  and  after,  I  think.  May  1970  I  received 
no  reports  at  all  so  that  I  would  not  know  when  a  tap  was 
terminated.   That  was  done  by  a  decision  that  I  was  not 
involved  in. 

Senator  Case.   But  your  general  recollection  of  it  is  that 
Q.    was  not  out  in  front  as  far  as  you  were  concerned 
here. 

Mr.  Kissinger.   That  is  my  recollection.   And  that  is  my 
knowledge  unless  there  was  a  program  before  I  was  informed. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


NOTE:     THE  DELETED  PORTIONS  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  WERE  DELETED  BY  THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  PRIOR  TO  PUBLIC  RELEASE  OF  THE  DOCUMENT. 
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DESIGNATION. 
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19.  Z     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,    MAY  IS,    1973,   1,    4 

V    ii ;  il;  ^  :       i  ij  J  ■■S'-J  .  'x.'.<.i<^-il..  .  i 

Memorandum 


TO 


FROM 


Vr.  CIcv, 
Mr.  Cor.-i 

Mr.      E.      S.      Miller  date:         5/13/73  '  Hr-Jerii: 


It ..;; 


1-Mr.  Eardley  \t.  v',ii"jrr-::<i. 
^^  ^t*^*^  1-Mr.  Felt    >''-i-> 


Mr.    T.    J.    Smith    /^>  -r..,,^  l-MT.    E.s.Miiiec^: 


Ju-Ng  i:^: 


Walters  tcIs.  ?_-.- 


/D  I  1-Mr.    Wannall 


.'J.   t2 


SUBJECT:     SENSITIVE   CO\'ERAGE   PLACED   AT   THE  A/V  l_Mr.    T,  J.  Smith"  |^"-*'  — 

REQUEST  OF   THE   WHITE   HOUSE  °\  ^iH^rrl-T 


»ir.Co=:T 


I>ursuant  to  instructions  of  ths  Acting  Director,  I    u,  r  ^■ 
met  him  at  11:00  AM  on  5/12/73  in  the  office  of  Mr.  Leonard  M^.l^i^Z 
Garment  at  room  128  of  the  Executive  Office  Building.   We 
met  Mr.  Fred  Buzhardt  who  took  us  to  a  room  with  a  vault  and 
turned  over  to  us  two  sealed  boxes  which  we  determined  to  be 
official  records  of  the  FBI  which  had  been  in  the  protective 
custody  of  former  Assistant  to  the  Director  William  C.  Sullivan 
prior  to  his  retirement  in  October,  1971. 

Mr,  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  examined 
and  that  a  receipt  describing  them  should- be  prepared  and  signed 
by'rae  before  they  were  removed  from  the  vault.   I  then  proceeded 
to  examine  the  records  and  make  an  inventory  in  the  form  of  a 

v«>0'?'<  f>+ ;        Fnrh    Yir,~<    was    i  nvpntnri  pri    spnaratply    and    a    crvnv    nf    thft 

receipt  prepared  by  me  is  attached  for  information. 

I  finished  the  inventory  at  about  2:30  PM  and  Mr.  Garment 
then  looked  over  the  inventory  receipt  and  I  signed  out  of  the 
■vault  with  th3  two  boxes  of  records  at  2:45  PM.   A  Secret  Service 
Agent  who  had  remained  in  the  vault  area  while  the  records  were 
being  inventoried  drove  me  to  the  Federal  Triangle  Building  where 
the  Intelligence  Division  is  located.   The  records  are  presently 
being  maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  your  office. 

The  two  boxes  contain  the  original  logs  of  intercepts  of 
the  various  electronic  surveillances  operated;  the  original,  signed 
letters  to  the  Attorney  General,  each  signed  by  him,  requesting 
authorization  to  install  the  electronic  surveillances;  Original 
letters  to  President  Nixon,  Dr.  Kissinger,  Mr.  Haldeman,  and  ^tr. 
Ehrlichman  reporting  on  the  results  of  the  electronic  surveillances: 
the  FBI  yellow  file  copies  on  the  above-mentioned  letters;  copies 
of  letters  to  the  Attorney  General  advising  of  discontinuances  of 
the  electronic  surveillances;  cover  memoranda  relating  to  letters 
to  the  Attorney  General,  The  President,  Dr.  Kissinger,  .\:r.  Halde-an. 
f.and  Mr.  Ehrlichman;  miscellaneous  other  correspondence,  including 

cables  to  and  from relating  to  electronic  surveillance 

coverage  arranged  by  our  . there,  and  general  backgroucd 

information. 


\.j>>^  Enclosures  ^     <^  c"      .„    V 
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19.  Z     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM,   MY  13,    197Z,    1,    4 

^'  National  Security  Council  5/2n/g9  - 

.^v'^  6/20/b9 

T  jye^n^cTj  5/29/69  -  2/10/71 

-3.  ^      [T^e^s^^nj                 6/4/69  -  8/31/69 

^>  Ehrlichman's  Office  7/23/69  -  10/2/69 

F>  White  House  staff  8/4/69  -  9/15/69    : 

H  jTlswsn^Qnj                      9/10/69  -  11/4/69 

Q  i/^e-Hsnnan-J  5/4/70  -  2/10/71 

.-^^ 
^ )  State  Department  5/4/70  - 

2/10/7i 


'^>     .  state  Department  5/4/70  - 

_>^  2/10/71 

^,  National  Security  Council  5/13/70  -  2/10/71 

^  ,  National  Security  Couucil  5/13/70  - 

jr        ,  White  House  staff  12/14/70  -  1/27/71 

Examination  of  the  original  letters  to  the  White  House 
reporting  on  results  of  the  various  electronic  surveillances 
maintained  during  the  project  reveals  the  following: 

^/T,/«Q  P^^^^w^n  ^'^   lexers  to  Dr.  Kissinger  dating  from 
5/13/69  to  5/11/70.   There  ^yere  34  letters  to  the  President    ^ 
dating  from  7/10/69  to  5/12/70.   There  were  52  letters  to  .Mr 
H.R.  Haldeman  dated  from  7/10/69  to  2/10/71.   There  were  15 
letters  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  datine  from  9/22/69  to  7/25/69  -and 
these  all  related  to       s,  who  was  apparently 

an  assistant  on  Ehrlichman's  staff.   in  addition 

to  electronic  surveillance  on   ^         the  records  reveal  thax 
the  FBI  also  conducted  a  physical  surveillance  on  ET. 


In  connection  with  the  surveillance  of  E  the  records 

reveal  that  electronic  and  physical  coverage  was  brought  about 
when  the  Attorney  General  called  and  said  that  the  President  had 
ordered  him  to  tell  the  Director  he  wanted  a  24-hour  surveillance 
and  a  tap  on   t    and  that  we  should  report  the  results  of  +he 
surveillance  sad  tap  to  Ehrlichman.   in  signing  the  written 
authorization  on  this  wiretap,  the  Attorney  General  wTote  in  his 
own  handwriting  "  Higher  authority  has  requested  that  this  be  done 
immediately  for  use  prior  to  Thursday." 

-  4  - 
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20.       On  June  5,  1970  the  President,  H.  R.  Haldenan,  John 
Ehrlichman  and  Presidential  Staff  Assistant  Tom  Huston  met  with  FBI 
Director  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Defense  Intelligence  Agency  Director  Donald 
Bennett,  National  Security  Agency  Director  Noel  Gayler,  and  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  Director  Richard  Helms.   The  President  dis- 
cussed the  need  for  better  domestic  intelligence  operations  in  light 
of  an  escalating  level  of  bombings  and  other  acts  of  domestic 
violence.   He  appointed  Hoover,  General  Bennett,  Admiral  Gayler,  and 
Helms  to  be  an  ad  hoc  committee  to  study  intelligence  needs  and  re- 
straints.  He  named  Hoover  as  the  chairman  and  Huston  as  the  White 
House  liaison. 
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20. 1     PFESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMEtrr,   MAY  22,    1973, 
PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS  693-94 

PRESlOEHtfAl    DOCUMtNfS:    RICHAaO   HiXON,     O/J 


Kun^ig,  who  Is  now  an  associAle  jud^c  of  the  U.S.  Court 
of  Claims. 

Mr.  Sampson  has  been  Acting  Administrator  of  Gen- 
eral Services  since  June  2,  1972.  He  joined  the  General 
Sca-iccs  Adminbtratlon  in  1969  as  Commissioner  of  the 
Federal  Supply  Senice.  From  1970  to  1972  he  was  Com- 
miisloner  of  the  Public  Buildings  Ser\-Ice  in  GS.A  and  the 
fir^t  Deputy  Administrator  of  GS.A  tor  Special  Projects. 

He  came  to  the  General  Services  Admuilstratlon  after 
6  years  in  Pennsylvania  State  government,  where  he  was 
secretary  of  administration  and  budget  secretary  under 
Gov.  Raymond  P.  Shafer,  and  deputy  secretary  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  W.  Scranton.  Prior  to  entering  government 
service,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
1 2  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  bom  on  October  8,  1926,  in  Warren, 
R.I.  He  received  his  B.S.  degree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  1951  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

Active  in  several  professional  organizations,  Mr.  Samp- 
son was  presented  the  Synergy  III  Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  advancement  of  architecture  by 
the  Society  of  American  Registered  Architects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  was  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary 
member  of  the  American  Institute  of  Architects. 

He  and  his  wife,  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  \Vashington,  D.G. 

note:  For  the  Pr«idenl's  statement  upon  announcing  his  intention 
to  nominate  Mr.  Sampson,  see  the  preceding  item. 


The  Watergate  Investigation 

Statements  by  tkePreiident.     May  22, 1973 

Recent  nc%vs  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  the 
Watergate  investigations  have  given  grossly  misleading 
impressions  of  many  of  the  facts,  as  they  relate  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  unrelated  activities  involving  na- 
tional security. 

Already,  on  the  basis  of  second-  and  third-hand  hearsay 
testimony  by  persons  either  convicted  or  themselves  under 
investigation  in  the  case,  I  have  found  myself  accused  of 
involvement  in  activities  I  never  heard  of  until  I  read 
about  them  in  news  accounts. 

These  Impjcisions  could  also  lead  to  a  serious  misunder- 
standing of  those  national  security  activities  which,  though 
tot.illy  unrelated  to  Watergate,  have  become  entangled  in 
the  case.  They  could  lead  to  further  compromise  of  sensi- 
tive national  .security  information. 


I  v/ill  not  abandon  rny  rcsponsibilitia.  I  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  was  elected  to  do. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  as  I  .know  them  a.  they  relate  to  my  own  role. 

With  regard  to  the  specific  allegations  that  have  been 
made,  I  canand  dostatecategorit;aily: 

1.  I  .  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in,  nor  was  I  aware  of,  any  S'jbsequent. 
efforts  that  may  have  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  offer  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  offer. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  effort  to  provide  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others   ■ 
to-  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CL\  in  the  Watergate, 
matter. 

6.  It  was  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  Investigation   ] 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr.   i 
Ellsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  mformation  to  Judge  Byrne. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  iUcgal  or  improper  campaign  tacdcs. 

In  the  accompajijing  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  have  specifically  stated  that  executive 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing poslble  criminal  conduct  or  discussions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  ^Vatergate  affair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  President 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  has  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  are  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operations  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  %vith  ^VateTgatc  have  become 
entangled  in  the  case. 

As  a  result,  some  national  security  information  has 
already  been  made  public  through  court  orders,  through 
the  subpoenaing  of  documents,  and  through  testimony 
witnesses  have  given  in  judicial  and  CongTess;o.''.al  pro- 
ceedings. Other  sensitive  documents  are  now  threatened 
with  disclosure.  Continued  silence  about  those  operations 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  would 
also  serve  to  pe.-petuate  a  grossly  distorted  \iew — which 
recent  parti.ll  disclosures  have  given — of  the  n.aturc  and 
purpose  of  those  operations. 


Volum.    7 — Nm 
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20. 1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMENT,  MAI  22,    1973, 
PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS  693-94 


^04  P.l^S^OTNnil    DOCU.Mt*^T>; 

The  purpose  of  this  siitement  is  ihreeiold: 

— Firs:,  to  set  forth  the  facts  about  my  own  relationship 
to  the  Water:;ate  matter; 

— Second,  to  place  ui  some  perspective  some  of  the  more 
Sensational — and  inaccurate — of  the  charges  that  have 
fiLed  the  headlines  in  recent  da^s,  and  also  some  of  the 
matters  that  are  currently  being  diicu^sed  in  Senate  testi- 
mony and  elsewhere; 

— Third,  to  draw  the  dbtinction  bef.vcen  national  setru- 
rit)'  operations  and  the  \V2tergatc  case.  To  put  the  other 
matters  in  perspective,  it  will  be  necessary  to  describe  the 
national  security  opcratiota  first. 

In  citing  these  nadonal  securit)-  matters,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  place  a  national  security  "cover"  on  Water- 
gate, but  rather  to  separate  them  out  from  Watergate — 
and  at  the  same  time  to  explain  the  context  in  which  cer- 
tain actions  took  place  that  were  later  misconstrued  or 
misused. 

Long  before  the  Watergate  breai-in,  three  important 
national  security  operations  took  place  which  have  subse- 
quently become  entangled  in  the  Watergate  case. 

— ^The  first  operation,  begun  in  1969,  was  a  program  of 
wiretaps.  All  were  legal,  under  the  authorides  then  exist- 
ing. They  were  undertaken  to  find  and  stop  serious 
national  security  leaks. 

— The  second  operation  was  a  reassessment,  which  I 
ordered  in  1970,  of  the  adequacy  of  internal  security 
measures.  This  resulted  in  a  plan  and  a  direcdve  to 
ngthen  our  intelligence  operadons.  They  were  jjro- 
ttsted  by  Mr.  Hoover,  and  as  a  result  of  his  protest  they 
were  not  put  into  effect. 

— ^The  third  operation  was  the  establishment,  in  1971, 
of  a  Special  Investigations  Unit  in  the  White  House.  Its 
primary  mission  was  to  plug  leaks  of  \'ital  security  infor- 
mation. I  also  directed  this  group  to  prepare  an  accurate 
history  of  certain  crucial  nadonal  security  matters  which 
occurred  under  prior  administradons,  on  which  the  Gov- 
ernment's recortls  were  incomplete. 

Here  is  the  background  of  thae  three  security  opera- 
tions initiated  in  my  Administration. 

1969  Wiretaps 


JiJO    S.ltOM,     1''73 


By  mid- 1969,  my  Administradon  had  begun  a  number 
of  highly  sensitive  foreign  policy  inidadves.  They  were 
aim.ed  at  ending  the  war  in  Vietnam,  achieving  a  settle- 
ment in  the  Middle  East,  limiting  nuclear  arms,  and  estab- 
lishing new  relaUonships  among  the  great  powen.  These 
iniol'.ed  highly  secret  diplomacy.  They  were  closely  inter- 
reLited.  Leaks  of  secret  information  about  any  one  covild 
ondangerall. 

Exactly  that  happened.  News  accounts  appeared  in 
1959,  which  were  obvioiti'y  b?.sed  on  le.iks — some  of  chem 
rvsive  and  detailed — by  people  having  access  to  the 
rr.o-t  highly  classified  security  materials. 

Tiicre  wrs  no  way  to  carry  lortv.ird  thrsc  diplomatic 


iniiiidves  unless  furthsr  leaks  could  be  prevented.  Tfiis 
reqjlred  r.nding  the  source  of  the  leaks. 

In  order  to  do  this,  a  special  program  of  wiretaps  was 
insdTjied  in  mid-1959  and  terminated  in  February  197i. 
Fe%»er  Oian  20  taps,  of  varying  duration,  were  involved. 
Tf.ev  produced  important  leads  that  made  it  possible  to 
tljh:er.  :he  security  of  highly  scp.3it!ve  materials.  I  author- 
ized '''"s  entire  program.  Each  individual  tap  was  under- 
taker, in  accordance  with  procedures  legal  at  the  time  and 
in  accord  with  longstanding  precedent. 

Tee  persons  who  were  subject  to  these  wiretaps  were 
determiiied  through  coordination  among  the  Director  of 
the  FBI,  my  Assistant  for  National  Security  Affairs,  and 
the  Attorney  General.  Those  wiretapped  were  selected  on 
the  tasis  of  access  to  the  information  leaked,  material  in 
securirv-  Sles,  and  evidence  that  developed  as  the  inquiry 
proceeded. 

Ir^formadon  thus  obtained  was  made  available  to  senior 
ofncLals  responsible  for  national  security  matten  in  order 
to  curtail  further  leaks. 

The  1970  I^^TELUCENC^  Puof 

In  the  spring  and  summer  of  1 970,  anothtr  security 
problem  reached  cridcal  proportions.  In  March  a  wave 
of  bombings  and  explosions  struck  college  campuses  and 
cities.  There  were  400  bomb  tfircats  in  one  24-hour  period 
in  Xe^v  Vork  City.  Rioting  and  violence  on  college  cam- 
puses .-cached  a  new  peak  after  the  Cambodian  operadon 
and  the  tragedies  at  Kent  State  and  Jackson  State.  The 
1959-70  school  year  brought  neariy  1,800  t^ampus  dem- 
onstra.doas  and  neariy  250  cases  of  arson  on  campus.  Many 
coDeres  closed.  Gun  battles  betiveen  gMerrilla-style  groups 
and  police  were  taking  place.  Some  of  the  disruptive  ac- 
ti\ids  ^<ire  receiving  foreign  support. 

CompUcating  the  task  of  maintaining  security  was  the 
fact  Lhat.  in  1966,  certain  types  of  undercover  FBI  oper- 
ations that  had  been  conducted  for  many  years  had  been 
suspe-ded.  This  also  had  substantially  impaired  our  abil- 
ic\-  to  collect  foreign  intelligence  information.  At  the  same 
time,  "he  relationships  between  the  FBI  and  other  intelli- 
gence agencies  had  been  deteriorating.  By  May  1970,  FBI 
Director  Hoover  shut  off  his  agency's  liaison  with  the  CIA 
altogether. 

Cfc  June  5,  1970,  I  met  with  the  Director  of  the  FBI 
(Mr.  Hoover),  the  Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Ajer.c-.'  ^Mr.  Richard  Helms),  the  Director  of  the  De- 
fense Intelligence  .Agenc\'  (Gen.  Donald  V.  Bennett),  and 
the  Director  of  the  Nadonal  Security  .Agency  (.Adm.  Noel 
Gi).'.;r\  'We  discussed  the  urgent  need  for  better  intelii- 
gcnce  operations,  l  appointed  Director  Hoover  as 
ch2i.-rr;ar.  of  an  Lnterage.tcv'  committee  to  prepare  reco.Ti- 
m.e.iC2Ticr3. 

p.e  25,  the  com.i'.ittee  submitted  a  report  which 


O.-  J\ 


;d  <p<-cific  opdcn^  for  expanded  i-Heliigence  op':r- 
and  oil  July  2J  the  agencies  were  notified  bv 


Vol'jn.5   9 — Tiumi.^   21 
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The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston  contained  in  a  classified 
transcript  obtained  from  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 
Mr.  Huston  testified  on  May  21,  1973.   On  that  occasion,  Mr.  Huston 
testified  that  a  meeting  was  held  on  June  5,  1970  in  the  Office  of  the 
President,  and  that  the  persons  present  were  the  President,  CIA  Director 
Helms,  FBI  Director  Hoover,  NSA  Director  Admiral  Gayler,  and  DIA  Director 
General  Bennett.   In  addition,  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Mr.  Finch 
and  Mr.  Huston  were  present. 

The  President  asked  the  Intelligence  Agency  Directors  for  their 
recommendations  on  whether  the  government's  intelligence  services  were 
being  hampered  by  restraints  on  intelligence  gathering  methods.   Mr. 
Huston  stated  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  directors  that  they  were  in 
fact  being  hampered.   The  President  was  also  concerned  about  a  lack  of 
coordination  among  the  intelligence  agencies.   Although  the  directors 
assured  the  President  that  they  were  cooperating  with  each  other,  Mr. 
Huston  recalled  that  the  FBI  had  terminated  its  liaison  with  the  CIA, 
DIA,  and  military  services. 

The  directors  were  told  by  the  President  to  prepare  a  threat 

assessment  and  options  on  the  lifting  of  restraints  on  intelligence 

gathering  methods. 
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Mr.  Haldemax.  All  right.  My  testimony  would  be  in  exact  accord 

with  that.  . ,      .  ,1 

Mr  D\SH  Did  you  help  prepare  the  Presidents  statement? 

Mr  HxLDEMAX.  No.  sir,  I  did  not.  But  I  would  say  that  that  deline- 
ates in  a  few  woids  the  extent  and  nature  of  the  problem  as  it  existed 
at  that  time.  The  reason  for  the  White  House  concern  and  the  reason 
for  nttemptinp  to  take  some  action.  ,     „      .,       . 

Mr.  Dash.  I  still  would  like  rather  than  your  reading  the  President  s 
statement 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  haven't  read  it.  I  didn't  read  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  know,  I  said  would  you  just  give  us  as  briefly  as  you 
can  your  own  recollection 

Jlr.  Haldejian.  Sure.  t_       i  u 

Mr.  Dash  [continuing].  Of  what  that  purpose  was,  what  the  prob- 
lem was?  .        J    -L-    • 

Mr.  Haldemax.  The  problem  was,  and  I  have  indicated  this  m  my 
statement  also,  I  believe,  was  the  wave  of  violence,  bombings,  arson, 
trashing,  and  other  sorts  of  activities  of  damaging  property,  some  of 
them  killing  people,  that  were  sweeping  across  the  country  at  that 

time.  J.      ■      X        ii. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  this  led  to  what  we  have  now  been  referring  to  as  the 

Huston  plan,  did  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes,  it  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  I  take  it  you  were  aware  of  all  of  the  facets  of  the 
Huston  plan,  what  the  recommendations  were  that  were  being  made 
and  as  it  finally  went  up  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Not  in  any  detail.  The  inception  of  the  so-called 
Huston  plan  was  a  meeting  that  the  President  called — first,  Mr.  Hus- 
ton, as  a  staff  man,  had  done  some  preliminary  work  on  analysis  of  the 
problem,  and  analysis  of  the  efforts  to  deal  with  the  problem,  and  of 
the  shortcomings  that  appeared  to  be  in  existence  at  that  time  with 
relation  to  the  problem  and  the  efforts  to  deal  with  it  as  a  result  of 
which  the  President  called  a  meeting  of  the  heads  of  the  various  secu- 
rity agencies,  the  FBI,  the  NSA,  the  CIA,  and  the  DIA.  I  sat  m  that 
meeting,  as  did  Mr.  Huston.  The  President  discussed  with  these  agency 
heads  the  nature  of  the  problem,  the  shortcomings  of  domestic  intelli- 
gence, the  concern  that  some  of  these  activities  that  were  underway  or 
being  threatened  during  that  period  of  time  were  possibly,  at  least, 
and  I  think  demonstrably,  as  I  recall,  connected  with  foreign  activities. 
Some  of  the  organizations  that  were  declaring  themselves  out  to 
destroy  institutions  and  in  some  oases  the  Government,  were  doing 
their  training  in  foreign  countries  and  were  studying  under  foreign 
dissident  orcanizations.  and  there  was  a  feeling  that  there  was  a  cross- 
over here  that  needed  to  be  dealt  with  in  terms  of  better  intelligence, 
that  we  didn't  know  who  was  causinc  these  things,  who  was  directing 
them,  who  was  financing  them,  nor  did  we  know  what  they  were  going 
to  be  directed  to.  i  i  o 

Mr.  Dash.  How  did  tou  receive  specific  evidence  of  these  events? 
You  didn't  know,  voii  sav.  who  was  doins  what,  but  obviouslv  von 
were  concerned  that  the  events  occurred.  What  evidence  occurred  as 
to  who  might  l)e  involved? 

^Nlr.  Haldemax.  Tliere  was  evidence  in  terms  of  the  [people  who  were 
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carrying  some  of  them  out,  at  least,  in  self -declared,  both  intentions 
and  in  backing,  and  the  reasons  for  wliat  they  were  doing. 

There  was  some  intelligence — there  was  some  FBI  intelligence  in 
this  area,  there  was  some  Secret  Service  intelligence  in  this  area  as  it 
related  to  Presidential  threats  and  security.  And  there  T^as  some  inves- 
tigative reporting  by  the  press  going  on  as  to  the  background  of  some 
of  these  activities,  and  all  of  these  T  think  would  add  together  to  be  the 
sources  at  that  time  of  what  we  did  have. 

ilr.  Dash.  But  is  it  your  statement  that  you  were  not  fully  aware 
of  the  specifics  of  the  Huston  plan? 

Mr.  H.\LDEMAN.  I  was  not — let  me  get  into  how  that  was  set  up.  In 
the  meeting  with  the  President  and  the  heads  of  the  security  agencies 
the  problem  was  outlined  and  the  President  made  it  very  clear  that 
he  expected  some  cooperation,  which  there  did  not— which  did  not 
exist  at  that  time  between  these  agencies,  in  getting  better  information, 
evaluating  the  information  more  effectively,  and  disseminating  it  so 
that  action  could  be  taken  if  there  was  action  indicated,  or  at  least 
awareness — there  would  be  awareness  of  what  was  happening  or  what 
was  going  to  happen. 

The  group  assembled  in  his  office  at  that  time  was  designated  by 
the  President  as  a  task  force  to  prepare  recommendations  for  him  as 
to  what  ought  to  be.  done,  what  steps  should  be  taken  to  meet  the  prob- 
lem and  carr>-  out  the  request  that  the  President  made  of  this  group. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  that — those  agency  heads  themselves 
or  by  designation  of  members  of  their  staff  did  set  up  such  a  task  force 
under  the  chairmanship  of  Director  Hoover  which  prepared  an  exten- 
sive set  of  recommendations.  Mr.  Huston  worked  with  them,  I  imder- 
stand  on  this,  or  at  least  they  transmitted  these  recommendations  to 
him  upon  their  preparation,  and  those  recommendations  were  sub- 
mitted to  the  President.  They  were  submitted,  as  was  customary  pro- 
cedure to  'Mr.  Huston,  the  staff  man  assigned  to  that  project,  through 
M°r.  Huston  to  me  and  through  me  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Huston  actually  reported  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman'.  He  reported  through  me  in  this,  particular  area.  He 
was — well,  I  do  not  know  where  he  was  assigned  at  that  time.  He  was 
sometimes — part  of  the  time  he  was  at  the  "White  House  he  was  on  the 
staff  of  the  counsel  and  part  of  the  time  he  was  on  Mr.  Buchanan's  staff. 

Mr.  Dasif.  Well,  in  reporting  to  you  or  throuch  you.  you  saw  all  of 
the  papers  that  were  being  reviewed,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  HAr.DEMAx.  I  saw  all  the  papers — not  all  the  working  papers  of 
the  committee.  I  saw  the  recommendations  that  went  to  the  Pi-esident. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Did  you  read  the  recommendations  that  went 
to  the  President? 

Mr.  Haldeiiax.  I  am  not  sure  I  did  or  not.  If  I  did  it  was  not  in  any 
detail.  I  had  an  idea  it  was  a  proposal  for  ah  expanded  intelligence 
activitv. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  in  that  pi-oposal  tliere  was  a  reconmien- 
dation  for  both  national  and  internal  spciirity.  thnt  there  be  an 
increased  use  of  wiretapping  and  surreptitious  entry  or  break-in  '. 

Mr.  HAi.DF.^fAX.  I  am  not  sure  whethei- 1  was  or  jiot.  I  may  very  well 
ha\e  !>een. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  of  his  particular  role  as  liaison  between 
Mr.  Haldoman  and  the,  Cnminittoe  To  Kc-Elect  tlu;  President? 

Mr.  Ehri.ichm.vn.  Only  very  vajjuely. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  ever  report  anj-thing  to  you  when  he  came  back 
from  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  No. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  were  you  aware  of  the  fact  that  by  the  simimer  of 
1070,  Mr.  Haldeman  and  the  President  had  felt  a  need  for  an  im- 
proved intelligence  system  with  regard  to  domestic  dissent  or  internal 
security  ? 

ilr.  Ehrlichmax.  The  answer  to  the  question  is,  yes,  but  not  the 
Huston  plan.  There  have  really  been  two  things  talked  about  in  the 
course  of  the  hearings,  and  I  knew  about  one  of  them  and  I  had  only 
the  merest  brush  with  the  other. 

Mr.  Dash.  The  question  really  is  not  about  the  Huston  plan.  I  asked 
you  whether  yon  were  aware  of  a  feeling  for  the  need  for  an  improved 
intelligence  plan  to  deal  with,  say,  internal  security  ? 

Mr.  Ehrljchjiax.  Well,  I  was  aware  of  the  feeling  of  the  need,  and 
I  shared  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right. 

Now,  what  plan  were  you  aware  of? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  was  aware  of  a  proposal  which  eventually,  I 
believe,  was  put  into  effect  to  establish  a  small  office  in  the  Justice 
Department  to  correlate  and  coordinate  and  bring  together  in  one 
place  what  the  various  law  enforcement  agencies,  both  in  and  out  of 
the  Federal  Government,  knew  about  these  terrorism  bombings  and 
the  violent — the  street  violence  and  these  other  activities  that  were 
going  on  around  the  country  because  it  looked  then  like  there  really 
was  a  pattern,  and  that  it  was  a  coordinated,  planned,  and  executed 
thing.  These  things  went  in  waves  from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
the  other,  and  it  appeared  that  if  what  the  police  knew,  for  instance, 
in  the  city  of  New  York  could  be  shared  with  the  police  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  that  you  would  get  a  whole  lot  better  response 
to  this  kind  of  lawbreaking. 

So  under  Mr.  Mardian's  aegis,  this  effort  was  made  to  bring  to- 
gether the  things  that  were  known  to  all  of  the  law  enforcement  peo- 
ple around  the  country. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right. 

Now,  did  you  know  about  the  Huston  plan? 

Mr.  EHRLirHjCAX.  I  did  not  know  about  the  Huston  plan  imtil  1 
was  invited  to  attend  a  meeting  that  I  think  has  been  previously  re- 
ferred to  here  in  the  President's  Office,  attended  by  Admiral  Gayler 
and  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and  the  heads  of  the  various — ^^r.  Helms,  the 
heads  of  the  various  intelligence  agencies,  where  this  proposal  was 
announced. 

Mr.  Da.«h.  Wiat  was  the  stage  of  that  proposal  at  this  point  an- 
nounced as  a  proposal  that  woidd  go  forward? 

Mr.  EHRM^H^^A^^  I  gathered  it  was  an  accomplished  fact. 

Mr.  DAsyr.  Yes.  Did  you  know  what  the  proposal  was  about? 

^^r.  F.HRLTCH^rAX.  Just  frotn  what  T  heard  at  that  meeting.  I  had 
not  seen  the  writcnp. 

^^r.  Dash.  Difl  you  Icnow  tli.it  the  proposal  included  removal  of  cer- 
tain restrictions  on  break-ins.  surreptitious  enti-y.  or  wiretapping? 
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The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  July  9,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony, 
Mr.  Huston  generally  related  his  position  on  the  staff  at  the  White  House, 
and  then  testified  as  to  a  meeting  held  at  the  White  House  on  June  5, 
1970  in  the  Office  of  the  President.   At  that  meeting,  Mr.  Helms,  General 
Bennett,  Admiral  Gayler,  Mr.  Hoover,  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Mr. 
Finch,  and  Mr.  Huston  were  present. 

The  President  expressed  his  concern  that  the  intelligence  services 
of  the  United  States  might  not  be  doing  everything  possible  to  obtain  the 
domestic  intelligence  necessary  for  dealing  with  threats  to  internal 
security.   He  instructed  the  directors  of  the  intelligence  services  to 
prepare  a  threat  assessment  and  an  analysis  of  the  gaps  that  existed  in 
intelligence  gathering  efforts.   The  directors  were  also  instructed  to 
give  the  President  a  range  of  options  as  to  what  steps  might  be  taken  to 
deal  with  any  gaps  in  intelligence  gathering  methods.   The  President 
directed  Mr.  Hoover  to  serve  as  Chairman  of  the  group  to  prepare  the  report. 
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21.       On  June  25,  1970  the  Committee  completed  its  report  en- 
titled "Special  Report  Interagency  Committee  on  Intelligence  (Ad  Hoc)" 
known  as  "The  Huston  Plan."  The  report  included  a  discussion  of  the 
current  restraints  on  intelligence  collection  with  respect  to  electronic 
surveillance,  mail  coverage,  surreptitious  entry,  use  of  campus  in- 
formers, use  of  military  undercover  agents,  and  other  intelligence- 
gathering  procedures.   The  Report  set  forth  the  argxjments  for  and 
against  maintaining  or  relaxing  existing  restraints  on  the  various 
forms  of  intelligence  collection  and  of  establishing  an  inter-agency 
intelligence  evaluation  committee.   Specific  options  for  expanded  intel- 
ligence operations  were  set  forth  for  the  President's  consideration. 
The  Report  stated  that  two  of  the  proposed  intelligence-gathering  pro- 
cedures, surreptitious  entry  and  opening  first  class  mail,  were  illegal. 
At  Director  Hoover's  insistence,  the  Report  included  notations  that  the 
FBI  objected  to  proposals  for  establishing  a  permanent  coordinating  com- 
mittee and  for  lifting  restraints  on  intelligence  collection  methods  in 
all  categories  except  legal  mail  coverage  and  National  Security  Agency 
communications  intelligence. 
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PREFACE 


The  objectives  of  this  report  are  to:    (1)  assess  the  current 
internal  security  threat;  (2)  evaluate  current  intelligence  collection 
procedures;  identify  restraints  under  which  U.  S.   intelligence  services 
operate;  and  list  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of  such  restraints; 
and  (?)  evaluate  current  interagency  coordination  and  recommend  means 
to  improve  it. 

The  Committee  has  attempted  to  set  forth  the  essence  of 
the  issues  and  the  major  policy  considerations  involved  which  fall  within 
the  scope  of  its  mandate. 
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PART  OKE 


SU?,rrJARY  OF  INTER.VAL  SECUPJTY  THREA 


I.     MILITANT  NEW  LEFT  GROUPS 

A.    Assessment  of  Current  Internal  Security  Threat 

The  movement  of  rebellious  youth  known  as  the  "New  Left,  " 
involving  and  influencing  a  substantial  number  of  college  students,   is  hav- 
ing a  serious  impact  on  contemporary  society  with  a  potential  for  serious 
domestic  strife.    The  revolutionary  aims  of  the  New  Left  are  apparent 
when  their  identification  with  Marxism-Leninism  is  examined.    They 
pointedly  advertise  their  objective  as  the  overthrow  of  our  system  of 
government  by  force  and  violence.    Under  the  guise  of  freedom  of  speech, 
they  seek  to  confront  all  established  authority  and  provoke  disorder. 
They  intend  to  smash  the  U.  S.  educational  system,  the  economic  structure, 
and,  finally,  the  Government  itself.    New  Left  groups  do  not  have  a  large 
enough  number  of  rank-and-file  followers,  nor  do  they  have  a  unity  of 
purpose  to  carry  out  massive  or  paralyzing  acts  of  insurrection.    They  do, 
on  the  other  hand,  have  the  will  to  carry  on  m.ore  militant  efforts  in  local 
situations  and  an  inclination  to  utilize  more  extreme  means  to  attain  their 
objectives. 

1.    Student  Protest  Groups.    The  Students  for  a  Democratic 
Society  (SDS)  has,  in  the  past  year,   split  into  several  factions,  including 
the  Revolutionary  Youth  Movement  (RYM),  which  has  control  over  30 
chapters;  and  the  Worker  Student  Alliance  (WSA),  which  consists  of  63 
chapters.     The  WSA  faction_ 

aims  to  build  a  worker-student  movement 
in  keeping  with  the  aim  of  developing  a  broad  v/orker-based 

revolutionary  movement  in  the  United  States. 

There  are  some  85  unaffiliated  SDS  chapters  generally 
sympathetic  to  revolutionary  tactics  and  goals.    The  trend  of  increased 
radical  campus  organizations  is  noticeable  at  campuses  where  recognition 
of  SDS  has  been  refused  or  rescinded  and  SDS  members  have  banded 
together,  with  or  witl:0ut  sanction,   under  a  new  title  to  attract  student 
support.    In  addition,   numerous  ad  hoc  groups  have  been  established 
on  campuses  and  elsewhere  to  exploit  specific  issues. 

The  National  otudent  Sir  ike  (NSS),   also  known  as  the 
National  Strike  Iriormation  Center,  was  formed  following  the  entr>' 
of  tl'.e  United  Si:ites  I'ci-ce;:-  ini3  Cr-ibodia  and  tno  deaths  of  four  st'.id?nts 
at  Kei;t  State  Urilversiiy.     NS5,   w;.!^;!  helpod  to  coordinate  the  natio;v.';ice 
studenc  strike  in  I'-Iay,   1970,   has  three  regional  centers  and  inclucies 
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among  its  leadership  SD5  ..e:...v.  :       ;    -^^!:^^::':J^^;':.^^., 

■NiSS  h--s  established  a  nation .vic^^  c^.^.  ...-■  - --I'l^  -■: ^■~      •-•;     *-   - 

stations  on  campuses  to  encourage  student  dcmonsa-anons  and  disruptions. 
TWs  communications  capability  may  have  a  significant  impact  on  campus 
stability  in  the  connng  sch^-^l  ycir. 

The  Venceremos  Brigade  (VB),  established  to  send  United  States 
youth  to  Cuba  to  aid  in  the  1970  harvests,   has  continually  received  favoraole 
nnhVir  tv  in  Cuban  propaganda  media.    To  date,  over  900  members  of 
SvB  have  vi^^^^^  another  group  of  approximately  500  members 

are  expected  to  follow  suit.    While  in  Cuba,  VB  members  were  individually 
nhoto^^aohed  and  questioned  in  detail  about  their  backgrounds      Because 
of  their  contacts  w\th  Cuban  officials,  these  individuals  must  oe  considered 
as  potenuai  recruits  for  Cuban  intelligence  activities  and  sabotage  m  the 
United  States. 

The  crreatest  threat  posed  to  the  security  of  the  country  by 
shident  Drotest  -"  oups  is  their  potential  for  fomenting  violence  and  unrest 
r'^lle  etmptises'.    Demonstrations  have  ^^^^^^^^^^^ 
extremists  against  war-oriented  research  and  ROTC  facilities  and  have 
vSSy  paralyzed  many  schools.    There  has  been  a  growing  numberox 
non^ampus,  but  student- related,  acts  of  violence  which  increase  tensions 
SehveS.  "town  and  go^vn"  and  which  constitute  a  marked  escalation  of  the 
scone  and  level  of  protest  activities.    Few  student  protests  are  currently 
re^Sed   0  exclusively  campus  issues;-virtually  all  involve  PoUtical  and 
social  issues.    Increasingly,  the  battlefield  is  the  community  with  the 
campus  serving  primarily  as  a  staging  area. 

The  efforts  of  the  New  Left  aimed  at  fomenting  unrest  and  ^ 
subversion  among  civil  servants,  labor  unions,  and  mass  media  have  mer 
with  very  limited  success,  although  the 

have  atSmoted  through  their  "Summer  Work-Ins"  to  mfilcrate  and 
radical  z^labor.    The  inability  of  tltese  groups  to  subvert  ana  comro 
the  mass  m^dia  has  led  to  the  establishment  of  a  large  network  of  under- 
Iroimd  puSications  which  serve  the  dual  purpose  of  an  internal  communi- 
cation netv/ork  and  an  external  propaganda  organ. 

Leaders  of  student  protest  groups  have  traveled  extensively 
over  the  years  to  communist  countries;  have  openly  stated  Uieir  sympathy 
wiH   the  international  con-.munisc  revolutionary  movements  in  South  Vietnarr. 
and  Cub?-  and  have  directed  other=  into  activities  whicn  support  these 
movements.    These  incUviduals  r.ust  be  coasidercd  to  have  potential  for 
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recruitment  and  particication  i:i  lorii^ii-directed  intc-lli;;; 


2.     Antiv/ar  Activists.      The  impetus  and  continuity  for  the 
antiwar  movement  is  provided  by  the  New  Mobilization  Committee  to 
End  the  War  in  Vietnam  (NMC)  and  the  Student  Mobilization  Committee 
to  End  the  War  inVietnam  (SMC).     The  NMC  is  a  coalition  of  numerous 
antiwar  groups  and  individuals  including  communist  "old  left"  elements. 
The  SMC  is  under  the  control  of  the  Trotskyist  Socialist  Workers  Party 
(SWP). 

The  NMC  and  SMC  have  announced  a  policy  of  "nonexclusion" 
which  places  no  limitation  on  the  type  of  individuals  allowed  to  participate 
in  demonstrations.     This  policy  opens  the  door  for  violence-prone 
individuals  who  want  to  capitalize  on  the  activities  of  these  groups. 
Both  groups  profess  to  follow  a  policy  of  nonviolence;  however,   the 
very  nature  of  the  protests  that  they  sponsor  sets  the  stage  for  civil 
disobedience  and  police  confrontation  by  irresponsible  dissident  elements. 
Various  individuals  in  NMC  and  SMC  are  calling  for  more  militant 
protest  activities,  a  subject  to  be  discussed  at  national  meetings  by 
both  groups  in  late  June,  1970. 

Although  antiwar  groups  are  not  known  to  be  collecting  weapons 
engaging  in  paramilitary  training,  or  advocating  terrorist  tactics,  the 
pro-Hanoi  attiti:de  of  their  leaders,  the  unstable  nature  of  m.un]/-  NMC 
advocates  and  their  policy  of  "nonexclusion"  underscore  the  use  of  the 
antiwar  movement  as  a  concrait  for  civil  disorder.    This  is  further 
emphasized  by  tlie  NMC  leadership's  advocacy  of  civil  disobedierice  to 
achieve  desired  objectives. 

There  is  no  indication  that  the  antiwar  movement  has  made 
serious  inroads  or  achieved  any  more  than  a  slight  degree  of  influence 
among  labor  unions,  the  m.ass  media,   and  civil  servants.    One  group, 
however,   the  Fecierai  Employees  for  a  Democratic  Socier;/  (FEDS),   offers 
a  means  of  protest  for  recent  radical  graduates  employed  by  the  Federal 
Government. 
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The  military  and  educational  institutions  are  the  prime 
targets  of  the  antiwar  movement.    In  addition  to  vandalism,   arsons,  ahd 
]x)m'nne:s  of  ROTC  facilides,  there  has  been  stepped-up  activity  to 
spread  antiv/ar  sympathy  among  American  servicemen  from  v/ithin 
through  sympathetic  members  in  the  military  and  from  without  through 
such  program.s  as  "GI  Coffeehouses"  and  th:e  proposed  National  CI 
Alliance.    The  increasing  access  by  members  of  the  military  to  the 
underground  press,  the  establishm.ent  of  servicemen's  unions,  and 
organizations  whiich  facilitate  desertions,   have  contributed  significantly 
to  the  increasing  instances  of  dissent  in  the  military  services. 

NMC  and  SMC  leaders  are  constantly  speaking  before  student 
groups  and  endeavoring  to  use  student  radicals  to  further  the  antiv/ar 
movement.    They  have  called  for  an  end  to  the  ROTC  and  have  demon- 
strated, often  violently,  to  force  universities  to  halt  7/ar-related  research 
projects. 


The  Central  Intelligence  Agency  (CIA),  in  its  analysis  of  bloc 
intelligence,   is  of  the  viev;  that  the  Soviet  and  bloc  intelligence  services 
are  committed  at  the  political  level  to  exploit  all  domestic  dissidents 
wherever  possible.    This  attack  is  being  conducted  through  recruited 
agents,  agents  of  influence,  and  the  use  of  front  groups.    It  is  established 
bloc  policy  to  deploy  its  forces  against  the  United  States  as  "the  maip. 
enemy"  and  to  direct  all  bloc  intelligence  forces  toward  ulamatoly 
political  objectives  v/hich  disrupt  U.  S.  domestic  and  foreign  policies. 

3.     New  Left  Terrorist  Groups.    The  V/ea.therman  terrorist 
group,  v/iiich  einerged  from,  a  I'lcrlonr.l  spli^  of  SD3  during  the  Summer  of 
19G9,  is  a  revolutionary  youth  mo'"or.-enL  v.hic'i  actively  supports  t^^e 
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revclutionarv  leaderslup  role  of  the  Negro  in  the  United  States.    It  has 
evolved  into  a  number  of  small  conp.mando-type  units  which  plan  to 
utilize  bombings,  arsons,  and  assassinations  as  political  v/eapons. 

There  has  been  evidence  of  Weatherman  involvement  in 
terrorist  tactics,   including  the  accidental  explosion  of  a  'Weatherman 
bomb  factory"  in  New  York  City  on  March  6,   1970;  the  discovery  of  tu-o 
undetonated  bombs  in  Detroit  police  facilities  on  the  same  date;  and  the 
blast  at  Nev  York  City  police  installations  on  June  9,  1970. 

While  Weatherman  membership  is  not  clearly  defined,  it  is 
estimated  that  at  least  1,  000  individuals  adhere  to  Weatherman  ideology. 
In  addition,  groups  such  as  the  White  Panther  Party >  Running  Dog,   Mad  Dog.. 
and  the  Youth  International  Party  (Yippies)  are  supporters  of  Weatherman 
terrorism  but  have  no  clearly  definable  ideology  of  their  own. 

Adherents  to  Weatherman  ideology  are  also  found  within 
radical  elements  on  campuses,  among  those  living  in  off-campus  communes, 
amoncr  New  Left  movement  lawyers  and  doctors,  and  the  underground  press. 
Individuals  who  adhere  to  the  Weatherman  ideology  have  offered  support 
and  aid  to  hard-core  Weatherman  members,  including  21  Weatherman 
members  currently  in  hiding  to  avoid  apprehension. 

They  identify  themselves  politically  with  North  Vietnam, 
Cuba    and  North  Korea  and  consider  pro-Soviet  and  pro-Chinese  organi- 
zations as  being  aligned  with  imperialist  powers.    In  addition,  some  of  the 
Weatherman  leaders -and  adherents  have  traveled  to  communist  countries 
or  have  met  in  Western  countries  with  communist  representatives. 

Weatherman  leaders  and  other  members  of  terrorist  groups 
are  not  known  at  this  time  to  be  involved  in  foreign-directed  intelligence 
collection  activity.     The  fugitive  and  underground  status  of  many  of  these 
people    as  well  as  their  involvement  in  activities  which  would  likely  bring 
them  to  the  attention  of  American  authorities,  v/ould  be  a  deterrent  to 
contacts  by  foreign  intelligence  organizations. 

B.    Assessment  of  Current  Intelligence  Collection  Procedures 

1.    Scope  and  Effectiveness  of  Current  Coverage.    Although 
New  Left  groups  luve  been  responsible  lor  widespread  aamage  to  ROTC 
facilities.'  for  the  halting  of  some  weapons-related  research,  and  for  the 
increasing  dissent  within  the  military  services,  the  major  threat  to  the 
internal  s'ecurity  of  the  United  States  is  that  directed  against  the  civilian 
sector  of  our  society. 
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Coverage  of  student  groups  is  handled  nrimarily  throu-h 
live  mforn^an  s  and  it  is  generally  effective  at  the  national  leveror 
at  major  meetings  of  these  groups  v.-here  overall  policy,   ai^r  and 
objectives  of  the  groups  are  determined.  i^rns,  ana 

'^"^^'^"^"'^^  "^■o^'^^ienfs  activities  are  covered  throu-h  the  FBI 
by  live  mformantsxn  all  organizations  of  interest.    This  is  suoDoid  hv 
mformatioa  furnisned  by  all  members  of  the  intelligence  commurli^v       ^ 
and  other  Federal,  state,  and  local  agencies.    Key  leaders  TnT 
activists  are  afforded  concentrated  and  intensified  investi4uve 
coverage  on  a  continuing  basis  and.  in  situations  where  there  a^. 
positive  indications  of  violence,   electronic  surveillances  ha4  been 
implemented  on  a  selective  basis.    Informant  and  electronic  coverage 
does  not  meet  present  requirements.  coverage 


2.    Ga£3_m  Current  Coverage.    Established,  lon^-term 
coverage  IS  not  available  withTFs-tTd-^HTFrotest  groups  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  student  body  itself  changes  yearly,  necessitating  a  constant 
^arnover  in  the  Informants  targeted  against  these  groups.  1^ls  idealism 
and  inimaturity,  as  well  as  the  sensitive  issues  of  academic  freedori 
and    the  right  to  dissent,  all  serve  to  increase  the  risk  that  4'sWnt 
informant  will  be  exposed  as  such.  student 

nf  ^tnd.nf     ^f  ^^^^ly-  c^ay-to-day  coverage  of  the  planned  activities 
of  studen   protest  groups,  which  are  somewhat  autonomous  and 
disjointed    could  be  strengthened.    Advance  notice  of  fore-'-n  travel 
by  student  militants  is  particularly  needed.    Campus  violencl  if 

ladical  students.    Coverage  of  these  latter  groups  is  minimal. 
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The  antiv/ar  movemer.!;  is  comprised  of  a  gr.eat  many 
orgaaizatio'.is  and  people  v/Iiich  represent  varied  political,   moral  and 
ethnic  beliefs.    Current  nianL-O'.ver  comn-:itnio:us  preclude  optimum 
coverage  of  all  antiv.-ar  activities  on  a  day-to-day  basis. 

Existing  coverage  of  Ne?;  Left  e.xtremists,  the  Weatherman 
group  in  particular,   is  negligible.     Most  of  the  Weatherman  group  has 
gone  underground  and  formed  floating,  comm.ando-type  units  composed  of 
three  to  six  individuals.    The  transitory  nature  of  these  units  hinders  the 
installation  of  electronic  surveillances  and  their  smallness  and  distrust 
of  outsiders  make  penetration  of  these  units  through  live  informants 
extremely  difficult. 

Financially,  the  Weatherman  group  appears  to  be  without 
a  centralized  source  of  funds.    Wealthy  parents  have  furnished  funds  to 
some  of  these  individuals,  including  those  in  a  fugitive  status.    Many 
members  have  also  been  involved  in  the  thefts  of  credit  and  identification 
cards,  as  well  as  checks,  and  have  utilized  them  for  obtaining  operating 
expenses. 

3.     Possible  Measures  to  Improve  Intelligence  Collection. 
To  establish  effective  coverage  of  student  protest  groups  would  require 
the  expansion  of  live  informant  coverage  of  individual  campus  chapters  of 
these  organizations.    This  v/ould  entail  extensive  use  of  student  informants 
to  obtain  maximum  utilization  of  their  services  for  the  periods  of  their 
college  attendance. 

Because  of  the  great  number  of  individuals  and  groups  in  the 
antiwar  movement,  an  increase  in  the  manpower  assigned  to  these  inves- 
tigations v/ould  facilitate  more  intensive  coverage.    In  addition,  there 
are  several  key  leaders  involved  in  virtually  all  antiwar  activities, 
including  international  contacts,  against  uhom  electronic  surveillances 
and  mail  covers  would  be  particularly  effective. 

Improvement  of  intelligence  gathering  against  New  Left 
terrorists  depends  on  a  combination  of  live  informant  coverage  among 
key  leaders  and  selective  electronic  surveillances.     Because  of  the  nauire 
of  the  V/eatherman  groups,    live  iniormant  coverage  v.'ill  most  likely  res'jit 
through  the  defection  of  a  key  leader. 
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II.     BLACK  EXTREM3T  ?.'0\^MSNT 

A.    Assessment  of  Current  Internal  Securlcy  Threat 

1.     Black  Panther  Party.     The  ir.;.5t  active  and  dangerous 
black  extremist  group  in  the  United  States  is  the  Black  Panther  Part\- 
(BPP).     Despite  its  relatively  small  number  of  hard-core  members-'- 
approximately  800  in  40  chapters  nationwide- -the  BPP  is  in  the  lorsl'ront 
of  black  extremist  activity  today.    The  EPP  has  publicly  advertised  its  goals 
of  organizing  revolution,  insurrection,  assassination  and  other  terrorist- 
type  activities.    Moreover,  a  recent  poll  indicates  that  approximately 
25  per  cent  of  the  black  population  has  a  great  respect  for  the  BPP, 
including  43  per  cent  of  blacks  under  21  years  of  age. 

The  Panther  ne'i^'spaper  has  a  current  circulation  of 
approximately  150,000  copies  weekly.    Its  pages  are  filled  with  messages 
of  racial  hatred  and  call  for  terrorist  guerrilla  acti-vity  in  an  attempt 
to  overthrow  the  Government.    The  BPP  has  been  involved  in  a  substantial 
number  of  planned  attacks  against  law  enforcem.ent  o'ficcrs,  and  its 
leadership  is  composed  in  large  part  of  criminally  inclined,  violence- 
prone  individuals. 

Weapons  are  regularly  stockpiled  by  the  Party.    Diring  1968 
and  1969,  quantities  of  machine  gims,   shotguns,   rifles,   hand  grenades, 
homemade  bombs,  and  ammunition  were  uncovered  in  Panther  offices. 

2.  New  Left  Support  for  BPP.    The  BPP  has  received 
increasing  support  from  radical  New  Left  elements.     During  1970,  the 
BPP  formed  a  working  relationship  with  radical  student  dissenters  by 
injecting  the  issue  of  Government  "repression"  of  Panthers  into  the 
antiwar  cause.    Students  for  a  Democratic  Society  (SD3)  supported 
the  BPP  in  a  1969    "united  front  against  fascism."  The  probability  tr_^t 
black  extremists,   including  the  EPP,  will  v/ork  closely  v.ith  New  Left 
white  radicals  in  the  future  increases  the  threat  cf  escalating  terroi.-ist 
activities.    It  v.ould  be  safe  to  project  that  racial  strife  and  student 
turm.oil  fomented  by  black  extremists  v/ill  dplinitely  increase. 

3.  BPP  Propaganda  Appearances.     Despits  its  small  n- ember- 
ship,  the  BPP  has  scored  r.iajor  siicces.ses  in  the  prop:i^;anda  arena.    In 
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196D,   BPP  reprc'i.-c--itativ-s  --    :  "  '33  colleges  throughout  the  Nation, 

v/hil.?'  in  i'07  there  wore  o:\', /  .  :,v;pearances.    Although  no  direct 

information  has  baen  rccoivon  ro  ca:-:  i:idic:::ini:c  th;:\t  th-;  BPP  ha.s  initiated 
any  large-scale  racial  disorders,  the  year  1970  has  seen  an  escalation  of 
racial  disorders  across  the  Nation  compared  to  1969.    This  fact,  coupled 
with  an  increasing  amount  of  violent  Panther  activity,  presents  a  great 
potential  for  racial  and  civil  unrest  for  the  future. 

4.  Appeal  to  Military.    The  BPP  has  made  pointed  appeals 
to  black  servicemen  with  racist  propaganda.    High  priority  has  been 
placed  on  the  recruitment  of  veterans  vv'ith  weapons  and  explosives  training. 
The  BPP  has  also  called  for  infiltration  of  the  Government.      These 
activities,  should  they  achieve  even  minimum,  success,  present  a  grave 
threat. 

5.  BPP  Philosophy  and  Foreign  Support,    The  BPP  relies 
heavily  on  foreign  com.munist  ideology  to  shape  its  goals.    Quotations  from 
Mao  Tse-tung  were  the  initial  ideological  bible  of  the  BPP.    Currently, 
the  writings  of  North  Korean  Premier  Kim  Il-sung  are  follov/ed  and 
extensive  use  of  North  Korean  propaganda  material  is  made  in  BPP 
publications  and  training.    The  Marxist-oriented  philosophy  of  the  BPP 
presents  a  favorable  environment  for  support  of  the  Panthers  from  otiier 
communist  countries. 

BPP  leaders  have  traveled  extensively  abroa.d  including  visits 
to  Cuba,  Russia,  North  Korea,  and  Algeria.    International  operations  of 
the  BPP  are  directed  by  Eldridge  Cleaver,  a  fugitive  from  United  States 
courts.  ■ 


■^,  _  "Radical  white  students  in  Western 

Europe  and  the  Scandinavian  countries  have  organized  solidarity  coip.raitteei 
in  sii'ooort  of  the  BPP.    These  com.mittees  are  tiie  sources  of  financial 
contributions  to  tlie  Party  and  provide  outlets  for  the  BPP  nev/spapcr. 

6.  Other  Black  E::trjr.-iisi.  Grouns-  The  Nation  of  Islam,  (NOI) 
is  tlv?  largest  single  blaci-:  extremist  organization  in  t!i>v  llp.itod  States  •.vifn 
an  e:s!:i:-nated  m':-nborship  of  6,000  in  approxin^atoly  10^^  Mns-iTes.    '■'!—  ^:0[ 
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proachas  IiaLrcd  ci  t!':0  v.'.:r.e:  race  and  r.Jvocates  separatism  of  the  races. 
Tuo  tlOl  as  ii  group  has,  to  dale,  not. instigated  any  civil  disorders; 
however,  the  followers  of  this  semi-religious  cult  are  extremely 
dedicated  individuals  v.ho  could  be  expected  to  perform  acts  of  violence 
if  so  ordered  bv  the  NOI  head,  Elijah  Muhammed.    V/hen  Muhammed, 
who  is  over  70  years  of  age,   is  replaced,  a  nev.-  leader  could  completely 
alter  current  nonviolent  tactics  of  tlie  organization.     For  example, 
Muhamm.ed's  son-ia-lav/,  Raymond  Sharrieff,  now  among  the  top 
hierarchy  of  NOI,  could  rise  to  a  leadership  position.    Sharrieff  is 
vicious,  domineering,  and  unpredictable. 

There  are  numerous  other  black  extremist  organizations, 
small  in  numbers,  located  across  the  country.     There  is  also  a  large 
number  of  unaffiliated  black  extremists  who  advocate  violence  and 
guerrilla  warfare.     One  particular  group,  the  Republic  of  New  Africa 
(RNA),  headquartered  in  Detroit,  Michigan,  calls  for  the  establishment 
of  a  separate  black  nation  in  the  South  to  be  protected  by  armed  forces. 
These  groups,  although  small,  are  dedicated  to  the  destruction  of  our 
form  of  government  and  consequently  present  a  definite  potential  for 
instigating  civil  disorder  or  guerrilla  warfare  activity. 

7.  Black  Student  Extremist  Influence.     Black  student  e.xtremis 
activities  at  colleges  aiid  secondary  schools  have  increased  alarmingly. 
Although  currently  there  is  no  dominant  leadership,  coordination  or 
specific  direction  between  these  individuals,  they  are  in  frequent  contact 
with  each  other.     Consequently,   should  any  type  of  organization  or 
cohesiveness  develop,   it  would  present  a  grave  potential  for  future 
violent  activities  at  United  States  schools.     Increased  informant  coverage 
would  be  particularly  productive  in  this  area.     Black  student  extremists 
have  frequently  engaged  in  violence  and  disruptive  activity  on  campuses.    ' 
Major  universities  which  m.ade  concessions  to  nonnegotiable  black 
student  demands  ha\e  not  succeeded  in  calming  extrem.ist  activities. 
During  the  school  year  1969-70,  there  were  227  college  disturbances 
having  racial  overtones.     There  were  530  such  disturbances  in  secondary 
schools  compared  with  only  320  during  the  previous  school  year. 

8.  Foreign  Influence  in  the  Black  Extremist  Movement. 
Although  there  is  no  hard  evidence  indicating  that  the  black  extremist 
movement  is  substantially  cor.troUed  or  directed  by  foreign  elements, 
there  is  a  marked  potential  for  foreign-directed  intelligence  or  subversive 
activity  among  Ijlac!:  extremis!  leaders  and  ')rganizations.     These  groups 
are  higlily  susct-jnib'-j  lo  exploitaiion  by  r.cstils  foreign  intelligence 
services. 
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C-..-i-2.''.l.lv  the  riost  important  foreign  aspect  of  the  black 
extreansc  nio^oi-ant  li  t:.5  a\-n.l   .:;^^-_.-  of  foreign  asyUim,   especially 
-with  regard  to  black  excrenuscs  sucjcci  to  criniira:  iT.-^.;2ci;iicn  in  the 
United  States.    Some  forsicn  cc--.r.trie3,   ."'.ir.-h  as  Cuba,   provide;- a  tcn-.pora;-: 
safe  haven  for  these  individuals.    Information  has  been  i;_eceived  that 


Communist  intelligence  services  are  capaole  of  using  tn; 
personnel,  facilities,   and  agent  assets  to  work  in  the  black  extremist 
field.    The  Soviet  and  Cuban  services  have  major  capabilities  available 

B.    Assessment  of  Current  Intelligence  Collection  Procedures 
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1.    Other  Black  Extremist  Organizationa.    Iniorniar.t 
coverac:e  of  the~NOI  is  substantial,   enabling  its  activities  to  be  followed 
on  a  current  basis.     Cuvera^je  of  militant  black  student  groups  and 
incLL\idual3  is  very  linntea  becai.-e  cf  t;-.3  sensitive  areas  involved.     An 
effective  source  of  such  coverage  would  be  reliable,  former  members 
of  the  Arm.ed  Forces  presently  attending  college.     Live  informant 
coverage,   particularly  with  resper't  to  the  activities  and  plans  of 
unaffiliated  black  militants,  needs  to  be  increased.    More  sources  both 
in  the  United  States  and  abroad  in  a  position  to  determine  the  amount  of 
foreign  involvement  in  black  extremist  activities  need  to  be  developed. 
Maximum  use  of  communication  interceptions  would  materially 
increase  the  current  capabilities  of  the  intelligence  community  to  develop 
highly  important  data  regarding  black  extremist  activities. 
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III.     INTELLIGENCE  SERVICES  OF  C0>/'MUNI5T  COUNTRIES 

A.     Assessment  of  Current  Internal  Security  Threat 

The  threat  posed  by  the  communist  intelligence  services 
must  be  assessed  in  two  areas:    (1)  direct  intervention  in  fomenting 
and/or  influencing  domestic  unrest;  (2)  extensive  espionage  activities. 

Taken  in  com.plete  context,  these  services  constitute  a  grave 
threat  to  the  internal  securiiy  of  the  United  States  because  of  their  size, 
capabilities,  widespread  spheres  of  influence,  and  targeting  of  the 
Unitevi  States  as  "enemy  number  one.  "   The  largest  and  most  skilled 
of  these  services  is  the  Soviet  Committee  for  State  Security  (KGE) 
which  has  roughly  300,000  personnel  of  whom  some  10,000  are  engaged 
in  foreign  operations. 

1.    Intervention  in  Dom.estic  Unrest.    There  have  been  no 
substantial  indications  that  the  com.m.unist  intelligence  services  have 
actively  fom.ented  domestic  unrest.     Their  capability  cannot,  havc-ver, 
be  minimized  and  the  likelihood  of  their  initiating  direct  intervention 
would  be  in  direct  relationship  to  the  deterioration  of  the  political 
climate  and/or  imminence  of  hostilities.    The  ingredients  for  a  first- 
rate  capability  are  present,  including  both  the  personnel  and  the 
ingrained  philosophy  and  know-hovv'  for  using  such  tactics. 

Communist  intelligence  has  shown  a  real  capability  to 
foment  disorder  in  a  number  of  trouble  spots.    The  dissidence  and 
violence  in  the  United  States  today  present  adversary  intelligence 
services  with  opportunities  unparalleled  for  forty  years.     While 
fostering  disorder  and  rebellion  through  communist  parties  and 
fronts  is  a  potent  vv-eapon  in  the  communist  arsenal,  their  past 
success  has  been  evident  in  clandestine  recruitment  efforts  on 
campuses  during  times  of  unrest.     H.  A.  R,   (Kim)  Philby,  Guy  Burgess, 
and  Donald  Maclean  vvere  all  students  at  Cam.bridge  during  the  depression 
period  of  the  1930's  and  v/sre  in  the  vanguard  of  what  v.'as  then  the  New 
Left.     Their  recruitn-.ent  and  cooperation  v.1th  Soviet  intelligence  u-realzed 
havoc  on  British  intelligence  and  also  comprom.ised  U.  S.   security  in 
those  sectors  where  they  had  authorized  access. 
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For  instance,  about  900 
members  of  the  Vencerosms  Brigade,  a  group  of  America-.i  j-ouths, 
recently-  comptptod  a  '-o-.;:::;  h'i;:  -.--  Cub'-..    This  travel  was  financed 
b>  tilt,'  Cubaa  Governnioiit.    V/uile  iii  Cuba,  they  were  er-diorted  to 
actively  participate  in  United  States  revolutionary  activities  upon 
their  return  to  tiie  United  States. 


The  communist  intelligence  services  maintain  contacts 
and  exert  influence  among  a  variety  of  individuals  and  organizations 
through  the  exploitation  of  ideological,  cultural,  and  ethnic  ties. 
Most  of  these  liaisons  are  maintained  with  some  degree  of  openness 
with  individuals  associated  with  the  Communist  Party,  USA,  various 
of  its  front  groups,  other  pro-Soviet  organizations,  nationality  groups, 
and  foreign-language  nev/spapers.    These  contacts  are  exploited  as 
sources  for  and  propaganda  outlets  of  communist  intelligence  services. 
Regarded  individually,  these  efforts  cannot  be  considered  a  major 
threat  to  our  internal  security;  however,'  in  total,  they  represent  a 
sizable  element  of  our  population  v.'hich  can  be  influenced  in  varying 
degrees  by  communist  intelligence  service  operations. 

2.    Intelligence  Operations.    Persistent  and  pervasive 
intelligence  operations  v/hich  have  their  inspiration  and  direction  supplied 
by  comm.uaist  intelligence  sarvices  represent  a  major  threat  to  the 
internal  security. 
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B.    Assessment  of  Current  Intelligence  Collection 


1.    Scope  and  Effectiveness.    The  scope  of  overall  intelligence 
efforts  is  encompassed  in  the  threefold  goals  of  penetration,  intelligence, 
and  prosecution.    Domestic  implementation  of  these  goals  is  delimited 
by  agreement    among  United  States  intelligence  agencies.    Intelligence 
components  of  the  United  States  military  services  are  immediately 
concerned  with  protecting  the  integrity  of  their  personnel  and  instal- 
lations. ;  ■. 


Methods  used  in  these  endeavors,  em.ployed  in  varying 
degrees  by  U.S.  intelligence  agencies  dependent  upon  their  specific 
tasks  are:    penetrations;  defectors;  double  agent  operations;  physical, 
technical,  and  photographic  surveillances;  examination  and  analysis 
of  overt  publications;  information  supplied  by  friendly  intelligence 
services:  snd  COMINT. 
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rV.    OTHER  REVOLUTIONARY  GROUPS 

A.     Assessmer.-  o:  Current  Internal  Security  Threat 

1.  Conr.n-.unist  Party.     The  Connmunist  Party  continues 
as  a  distinct  threat  to  the  internal  security  because  of  its  extrercely 
close  ties  and  total  comiratrrent  to  the  Soviet  Union.     There  are  many 
thousands  of  people  in  the  United  States  who  adhere  to  a  Marxist 
philosophy  and  agree  with  the  basic  objectives  of  the  Communist 
Party  although  they  do  not  identify  themselves  specifically  with  the 
organization.    The  Party  receives  most  of  its  finances  from  the  Soviet 
Union,  adheres  to  Soviet  policies  explicitly,  and  provides  a  major  out- 
let for  Soviet  propaganda.    The  Party  will  without  auestion  continue  to 
implement  whatever  orders  it  receives  from  the  Soviets  in  the  future. 

There  is  little  likelihood  that  the  Com.munist  Party,  USA, 
will  instigate  civil  disorders  or  use  terrorist  tactics  in  the  foreseeable 
future.    Its  strong  suit  is  propaganda.    Through  its  publications  and 
propaganda  it  will  continue  its  efforts  to  intensify  civil  disorders,  and 
foment  unrest  in  the  Arm.ed  Forces,  labor  unions,  and  minority  groups. 
The  Party  is  on  the  p.eriphery  of  the  radical  youth  movement  and  is 
striving  to  strengthen  its  role  in  this  movement  and  to  attract  new 
members  through  a  recently  formed  youth  organization,  but  it  does 
not  appear  this  group  will  achieve  any  substantial  results  for  the 
Party  in  the  future. 

2.  Socialist  Workers  Party  and  Other  Trotskyist  Groups. 
These  organizations  have  an  estimated  mem.bership  of  Tlie 
major  Trotskyist  organization,  the  Socialist  Workers  Party,  has 
attained  an  influential  role  in  the  antiv/ar  movement  through  its 
youth  affiliate,  the  Young  Socialist  Alliance,  v/hich  dominates  the 
Student  Mobilization  Committee  to  End  the  War  in  Vietnam  and  which 
has  more  than  doubled  its  size  on  college  campuses  in  the  past  year. 
Trotskyist  groups  have  participated  in  major  confrontations  with 
authorities  both  on  aiid  off  campuses  and  liave  consistently  supported 
civil  disorders.    A,t  this  time  they  do  not  pose  a  major  threat  to 
instigate  insurrection  or  to  commit  terrorist  acts.     The  propaganda 
of  these  groups,  v/hile  emphasizing  student  unrest,  is  also  aimed  at 
creating  dissatisfaction  in  labor  organizations  and  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
The  Trotskyist  organizations  maintain  close  relations  with  the  Fourth 
International,  a  foreign-based  worldwide  Ti'otskyist  movement. 
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4.    PuerLo  Rican  Nationalist  Extremist  Groups.    The 
radical  Puerto  Rican  independence  movement  has  spawned  approximately 
ten  violently  anti-Am>erican  groups  committed  to  Puerto  Rican  self- 
determination.    Revolutionary  violence  is  a  major  aim  of  the  estimated 

members  of  these  groups  and  if  sufficiently  strong,  they  would 
not  hesitate  to  mount  armed  insurrection.     Since  July,    1967,  some 
130  bombings  in  Puerto  Rico  and  in  the  New  York  City  area  have  been 
attributed  to  these  extremists.    American-owned  businesses  have 
been  the  main  targets,  but  there  has  been  a  recent  upsurge  of  violence 
against  U.S.  defense  facilities  in  Puerto  Rico. 


B.    .Assessment  of  Current  LitelliE^ence  Covera2:e 
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.    3.    Possible  Measures  to  Improve  Intelligence  Collection. 
The  selective  use~of  electronrc~suT-veTrianci3  would  materially  enhance 
the  intelligence  coverage  of  the  policy-n'iaking  levels  of  these  organizations 
A  particular  benefit  of  electronic  surveillance  in  the  Puerto  Rican  field 
could  be  the  development  of  iaforraation  identifying  persons  involved  in 
terrorist  activities.    Communicatioas  intelligence  coverage  and  travel 
control  measures  cculd  be  improved  to  provide  greater  awareness  of 
the  travel  and  other  activities  of  Lndividuals  of  security  interest.    Through 
tlie  establishrrent  of  additional  informant  coverage  on  college  canipusss, 
the  involv:.'ment  of  tl.ose  organizacions  in  the  radicalization  cf  studmto 
could  Ijo  assessed  v;ith  increased  accuracy. 
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PART  TWO 


RESTRAINTS  ON  INTELUGENCE  COLLECTION 

The  Committee  noted  that  the  President  had  made  it  clear 
that  lie  desired  full  consideration  be  given  to  any  regulations,   policies, 
or  procedures  which  tend  to  limit  the  effectiveness  of  domestic  intelli- 
gence collection.    The  Committee  further  noted  that  the  President  wanted 
the  pros  and  cons  of  such  restraints  clearly  set  forth  so  that  the 
President  will  be  able  to  decide  whether  or  not  a  change  in  current 
policies,  practices,  or  procedures  should  be  made. 

During  meetings  of  the  Committee,  a  variety  of  limitations 
and  restraints  were  discussed.    All  of  the  agencies  involved.   Defense 
Intelligence  Agency  (DIA),  the  three  military  counterintelligence 
services,  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  (CIA),  the  National  Security 
Agency  (NSA),   and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  (FBI),   partici- 
pated in  these  considerations. 

In  the  light  of  the  directives  furnished  to  the  Committee  by 
the  White  House,  the  subject  matters  hereinafter  set  forth  were  reviewed 
for  the  consideration  and  decision  of  the  President. 

I,    SPECIFIC  OPERATIONAL  RESTRAINTS 

A,    Interpretive  Restraint  on  Communications  Intelligence 

Preliminary  Discussion 
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B.     Electronic  Surveillances  and  Penetrations 

Preliminary  Discussion 

The  limited  number  of  electronic  surveillances  and 
penetrations  substantially  restricts  the  collection  of  valuable 
intelligence  information  of  material  importance  to  the  entire 
intelligence  community. 


Nature  of  Restrictions 

Electronic  surveillances  have  been  used  on  a  selective 
basis.     Restrictions,  initiated  at  the  highest  levels  of  the  Executive 
Branch,  arose  as  a  result  of  the  condemnation  of  these  techniques 
by  civil  rights  groups^  Congressional  concern  for  invasion  of  privacy^ 
and  the  possibility  of  their  adverse  effect  on  criminal  prosecutions. 

Advantages  of  Maintaining  Restrictions 

1.    Disclosure  and  embarrassment  to  the  using  agency 
and/or  the  United  States  is  always  possible  since  such  techniques 
often  require  that  the  services  or  advice  of  outside  personnel  be 
used  in  the  process  of  installation. 


2. 


3.     Certain  elements  of  the  press  in  the  United  States  and 
abroad  would  undoubtedly  seize  ucon  disclosure  of  electronic  coverage 
in  an  effort  to  discredit  the  United  States. 

■1.     The  m.onitoring  of  electronic  surveillances  requires 
considerable  manpower  and,   v;hcre  foreign  establishm.ents  are  involved. 
V.iQ  '.angu'.;;;e  re?:o'.:rce3  of  the  agencies  coiiki  be  sevi^'cly  taxed. 
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Advantages  of  Relaxing  Restrictions 

1.  The  U.  S.   Government  has  an  overriding  obligation  to 
use  every  available  scientific  means  to  detect  and  neutralize  forces 
which  pose  a  direct  threat  to  the  Nation. 

2.  Every  major  intelligence  service  in  the  world^  including 
those  of  the  communist  bloc,  use  such  techniques  as  an  essential  part 
of  their  operations,  and  it  is  believed  the  general  public  would  support 
their  use  by  the  United  States  for  the  same  purpose. 

3.  The  President  historically  has  had  the  authority  to  act 
in  matters  of  national  security.     In  addition,  Title  III  of  the  Omnibus 
Crime  Control  and  Safe  Streets  Act  of  1968  provides  a  statutory  basis. 

4.  Intelligence  data  from  electronic  coverage  is  not  readily 
obtainable  from  other  techniques  or  sources.     Such  data  includes  infor- 
mation which  might  assist  in  formulating  foreign  policy  decisions, 
information  leading  to  the  identification  of  intelligence  and/or  espionage 
principals  and  could  well  include  the  first  indication  of  intention  to  commit 
hostile  action  against  the  United  States. 

5.  Acquisition  of  such  m.aterial  from  COMINT  v/ithout 
benefit  of  the  assistance  which  electronic  surveillance  techniques  can 
provide,  if  possible  at  all,  would  be  extrem.ely  expensive.     Therefore,  this 
approach  could  result  in  considerable  dollar  savings  compared  to  collection 
methods. 
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DECISION:    Electronic  Surveillances 
and  Penetrations 

Present  procedures  on  electronic  coverage  should 
continue. 

Present  procedures  should  be  changed  to  permit 
intensification  of  coverage  of  individuals  and 
groups  in  the  United  States  who  pose  a  major 
threat  to  the  internal  security. 

Present  procedures  should  be  changed  to  permit 
intensification  of  coverage 

of 
interest  to  the  intelligence  community. 

More  information  is  needed. 


NOTE:    The  FBI  does  not  VASh  to  change  its  present  procedure  of 
selective  coverage  on  major  internal  security  threats  as 
it  believes  this  coverage  is  adequate  at  this  time.     The 
FBI  would  not  oppose  other  agencies  seeking  authority  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  coverage  required  by  them  and  there- 
after instituting  such  coverage  themselves. 
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C.    Mail  Coverage 

Preliminary  Discussion 

The  use  of  mail  covers  can  result  in  the  collection  of 
valuable  information  relating  to  contacts  between  U.S.   nationals  and 
foreign  governments  and  intelligence  ser". ices.     CIA  and  the  military 
investigative  agencies  have  found  this  information  particularly  helpful 
in  the  past.     Essentially,  there  are  two  types  of  mail  coverage:     routine 
coverage  is  legal,  while  the  second — covert  coverage — is  not.    Routine 
coverage  involves  recording  information  from  the  face  of  envelopes.     It 
is  available,  legally,  to  any  duly  authorized  Federal  or  state  investi- 
gative agency  submitting  a  v/ritten  request  to  the  Post  Office  Denartment 
and  has  been  used  frequently  by  the  m.ilitary  intelligence  services. 
Covert  mail  coverage,  also  known  as  "sophisticated  mail  coverage,  " 
or  "flaps  and  seals, "  entails  surreptitious  screening  and  may  include 
opening  and  examination  of  domestic  or  foreign  mail.    This  technique  is 
based  on  high-level  cooperation  of  top  echelon  postal  officials. 


Nature  of  Restrictions 

Covert  coverage  has  been  discontinued  while  routine 
coverage  has  been  reduced  primarily  as  an  outgrov/th  of  publicity 
arising  from  disclosure  of  routine  mail  coverage  during  legal 
proceedings  and  publicity  afforded  this  matter  in  Congressional 
hearings  involving  accusations  of  governmental  invasion  of  privacy. 

Advantages  of  Maintaining  Restrictions 

Routine  Coverage: 


1.  Although  this  coverage  is  legal,  charges  of  invasion 
of  privacy,  no  matter  hov/  ill-founded,  are  possible. 

2.  This  coverage  depends  on  the  cooperation  of  rank-and-file 
postal  employees  and  is,  therefore,  more  susceptible  to  compromise. 
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Covert  Coverage: 

1.  Coverage  directed  against  diplomatic  establishments, 
if  disclosed,  could  have  adverse  diplomatic  repercussions. 

2.  This  coverage,  not  having  sanction  of  law,  runs  the 
risk  of  any  illicit  act  magnified  by  the  involvement  of  a  Government 
agency. 

3.  Information  secured  from  such  coverage  could  not  be  used 
for  prosecutive  purposes. 

Advantages  of  Relaxing  Restrictions 

Routine  Coverage: 

L     Legal  mail  coverage  is  used  daily  by  both  local  and 
many  Federal  authorities  in  criminal  investigations.    The  use  of  this 
technique  should  be  available  to  permit  coverage  of  individuals  and 
groups  in  the  United  States  who  pose  a  threat  to  the  internal  security. 

Covert  Coverage: 

1.  High-level  postal  authorities  have,  in  the  past,  provided 
complete  cooperation  and  have  maintained  full  security  of  this  program. 

2.  This  technique  involves  negligible  risk  of  compromise. 
Only  high  echelon  postal  authorities  know  of  its  existence,  and  personnel 
involved  are  highly  trained,  trust v/orthy,  and  under  complete  control 

of  the  intelligence  agency. 

3.  This  coverage  has  been  extremely  successful  in 
producing  hard-core  and  authentic  intelligence  v.hich  is  not  obtainable 
from  any  other  source. 
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DECISION:    Mail  Coverage 

Present  restrictions  on  both  types  of  mail 
coverage  should  be  continued. 

Restrictions  on  legal  coverage  should  be 
removed. 

Present  restrictions  on  covert  coverage  should 
be  relaxed  on  selected  targets  of  priority  foreign 
intelligence  and  internal  security  interest. 

More  information  is  needed. 


NOTE:    The  FBI  is  opposed  to  implementing  any  covert  mail  coverage 
because  it  is  clearly  illegal  and  it  is  likely  that,  if  done,  infor- 
mation would  leak  out  of  the  Post  Office  to  the  press  and  serious 
damage  would  be  done  to  the  intelligence  community.    The  FBI 
has  no  objection  to  legal  mail  coverage  providing  it  is  done  on 
a  carefully  controlled  and  selective  basis  in  both  criminal  and 
security  matters. 
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D.     f-:rre7'iltious  Entry 

Preliminarv  Discus^io 


Nature  of  Restrictions 

Use  of  surreptitious  entry,  also  referred  to  as  "anonymous 
sources:  and  "black  bag  jobs,  "  has  been  virtually  eliminated. 


Advantages  qf  Maintaining  Restrictions 

1.  The  activity  involves  illegal  entry  and  trespass. 

2.  Information  which  is  obtained  through  this  technique 
could  not  be  used  for  prosecutive  purposes. 

3.  The  public  disclosure  of  this  technique  vv-ould  result  in 
widespread  publicity  and  embarrassment:    The  nev/s  media  would  portray 
the  incident  as  a  flagrant  violation  of  civil  rights 


Advantages  of  Relaj<inf;  Restrictions 


1.    Operations  of  this  type  are  perform.ed  by  a  small  number 
of  carefully  trained  and  selected  personnel  under  strict  supervision.    Th.e 
technique  is  implemented  only  after  full  security  is  assured.    It  has  been 
used  in  the  past  with  liighiy  successful  results  and  without  adverse  effects. 
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2.     Benefits  accruing  from  this  techniqaa  in  the  past  have 
been  innumerable. 


3.    In  the  past  this  technique,  when  used  against  subversives, 
has  produced  valuable  intelligence  material. 

DECISION:    Surreptitious  Entry 

Present  restrictions  should  be  continued. 


Present  restrictions  should  be  modified  to  permit 
procurement 


Present  restrictions  should  also  be  modified 

to  permit  selective  use  of  this  technique  against  other 

urgent  and  high  priority  internal  security  targets. 

More  information  is  needed. 


NOTE:    Tlie  FBI  is  opposed  to  surrepticious  entry 
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E.     Devd-loument  of  Campus  Sources 

Preliminary  Discussion 

Public  disclosure  of  CIA  liiiJvS  with  the  National  Student 
Association  and  the  subsequent  issuance  of  the  Katzenbach  Report 
have  contributed  to  a  climate  adverse  to  intelligence-type  activity 
on  college  campuses  and  uith  student-related  groups.    It  should  be 
noted  that  the  Katzenbach  Report  itself  does  not  specifically  restrain 
CIA  from  developing  positive  or  counterintelligence  sources  to  work 
on  targets  abroad. 

Restrictions  currently  in  force  limit  certain  other  elements 
of  the  intelligence  community  access  to  some  of  the  m.ost  troublesome 
areas:    campuses,  college  faculties,  foreign  and  domestic  youth  groups, 
leftist  journalists,  and  black  militants.  _       


Nature  of  Restrictions 

The  need  for  great  circumspection  in  mailing  contacts 
with  students,  faculty  members,  and  employees  of  institutions  of 
learning  is  \videly  recognized.     Hov/everj  the  requirements  of  the 
intelligence  community  for  increased  information  in  this  area  is 
obvious  from -the  concern  of  the  White  House  at  the  absence  of  hard 
information  about  the  plans  and  programs  of  campus  and  student- 
rela.ted  militant  organizations.    .At  the  present  time  no  sources  are 
developed  among  secondary  school  students  and,  with  respect  to 
colleges  and  universities,  sources  are  developed  only  among 
individuals  who  have  reached  legal  age,  with  few  exceptions.    This 
policy  is  designed  to  minimize  the  possibility  of  embarrassment 
and  adverse  publicity,  including  charges  of  infringement  of  academic 
freedom. 
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Ad\aiUa;^es  of  Maintaining  Rescrictiop.s 

1.     S'udcntS;   faculty  members,  and  otliers  connected  with 
educajiunal  ifis'.U::;  .;:£  ..v.  :.■  I'^cr'ni.ly  ssr-sitive  to  and  hostile  to^.-.Tirds 
any  Government  activity  which  smacks  of  mirin^ement  on  academic 
freedom.     They  are  prone  to  publicise  inquiries  by  governmental 
agencies  and  the  resultip.g  publicity  can  often  be  misleading  h\ 
portraying  the  Government's  interest. 

2„     Students  are  frequently  immature  and  unpredictable. 
They  cannot  be  relied  on  to  maintain  confidences  or  to  act  v.-ith  discretion 
to  the  same  extent  as  adult  sources. 

Advantages  of  Relaxing  Restrictions 

1.  To  a  substantial  degree,  militant  New  Left  and  antiwar 
groups  in  the  United  States  are  comprised  of  students,  faculty  members, 
and  others  connected  with  educational  institutions.    To  a  corresponding 
degree,  effective  coverage  of  these  groups  and  activities  depends  upon 
development  of  knowledgeable  sources  in  the  categories  named.     In  this 
connection,  the  military  services  have  capabilities  which  could  be  of 
value  to  the  FBI. 

2.  Much  of  the  violence  and  disorders  v;hich  have  occurred 
on  college  campuses  have  been  of  a  hastily  planned  nature.    Unless 
sources  are  available  within  the  student  bodies,  it  is  virtually  impossible 
to  develop  advance  information  concerning  such  violence. 

3.  The  development  of  sources  am.ong  students  affiliated 
v/ith  New  Left  elem.ents  affords  a  unique  opportunity  to  cultivate  informant 
prospects  v.-ho  may  rise  to  positions  of  leadership  in  the  revolutionary 
movement  or  otherwise  become  of  great  long-range  value. 

4.  The  extraordinary  and  unprecedented  v/ave  of  destrucMon 
v/hich  has  swept  U.  S.   camipuses  in  the  past  several  months  and  whicr. 

in  somx'  respects  represents  a  virtual  effort  to  overthrow  our  system 
provides  a  clear  justification  for  the  development  of  campus  informaiut. 
in  the  interest  of  national  security. 
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5.     Contacts  v.ith  tu.dents  will  ;nakQ.-it  uossible  to 
obtpj.n  information  about  travel  abroad  by  U.S.   students  and  about 
attendance  at  international  conferences. 

DECISION:    Development  of  Campus  Sources 

Present  restrictions  on  development  of  campus 

and  student-related  sources  should  be  continued. 

Present  restrictions  should  be  relaxed  to  permit 

expanded  coverage  of  violence-prone  campus  and 
student-related  groups. 

CIA  coverage  of  American  students  (and  others) 

traveling  abroad  or  living  abroad  should  be  increaseq. 

More  information  is  needed. 


NOTE:    The  FBI  is  opposed  to  removing  any  present  controls  and 

restrictions  relating  to  the  development  of  cam.pus  sources. 
To  do  so  would  severely  jeopardize  its  investigations  and 
could  result  in  leaks  to  the  press  which  v/ould  be  dam.agin"- 
and  which  could  result  in  charges  that  investigative  agenc'"es 
are  interfering  with  academic  freedom. 
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F.  Use  of  :,'ilitary  U:v: 


Prelimin?.rv  Discussion 

The  use  of  undercover  agents  by  the  military  services  to 
develop  domestic  intelligence  is  currently  limited  to  penetration  of 
organizations  whose  memberahip  ir-ludes  military  personnel  and  whose 
activities  pose  a  direct  tlireat  to  the  military  establishment.    For  example, 
although  the  Navy  has  approximately  54  Naval  ROTC  units  and  numerous 
classified  Government  contract  proiects  on  various  campuses  across 
the  country,   the  Naval  Investigative  Service  conducts  no  covert  collection 
on  college  campuses.    The  same  is  true  of  the  other  military  services. 

Nature  of  Restrictions 

The  use  of  undercover  agents  by  the  military  investigative 
services  to  develop  domestic  intelligence  among  civilian 
targets  is  believed  beyond  the  statutory  intent  of  the  Congress  as 
expressed  in  Title  10,   U.  S.  Code,  and  in  current  resource  authoriza- 
tions.    The  Delimitations  Agreement  (1949  agreement  signed  by  the 
FBI,  Army,   Navy  and  Air  Force  which  delimits  responsibility  for 
each  agency  with" regard  to  investigations  of  espionage,  counter- 
espionage,  subversion  and  sabotage)  reflects  the  current  missions 
of  the  FBI  and  the  military  services.     Further,   there  is  a  lack  of 
assets  to  undertake  this  mission  unless  essential  service-related 
counterintelligence  missions  are  reduced.     There  is  also  concern  for 
morale  and  disciplinary  reactions  within  the  services  should  the 
existence  of  such  covert  operations  become  knovm. 

Advantages  of  Maintaining  Restrictions 

1.  If  the  utilisation  of  military  counterintelligence  in  this 
mission  is  contrary  to  the  intent  of  the  Congress,   discovery  of  employ- 
ment may  result  in  unfavorable  legislation  and  further  reductions  in 
appropriations. 

2.  Lacl-an.g  direct  staratory  aui!'.ority,  the  use  of  the  military 
services  in  this  m.ission  could  resuk  in  legal  action  directed  against  the' 
Executive  Branch. 
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•1.    If  .-.-,  -:.....:      '  "'rr  i-'.-ssion  of  the  military  services  with 
regard  to  college-  campusrS  is  tj  i:jLvL:xi  ■.jvivci^it  cf  any  sioiiificance, 
it  will  require  corollary  increases,  ir.  resources. 

5.  Prosecutions  for  violations  of  la'.v  discovered  in  the 
course  of  military  penetration  of  civilian  organizations  must  be  tried 

in  civil  courts.    The  providing  of  military  witnesses  will  require  compli- 
cated interdepartmental  coordination  to  a  much  greater  extent  than  the 
present  and  will  serve,   in  the  long  run,   to  rechjce  security. 

6.  Disclosure  that  military  counterintelligence  agencies  have 
been  furnishing  information  obtained  through  this  technique  to  nonmilitary 
investigative  agencies  with  respect  to  civilian  activities  would  certainly 
result  in  considerable  adverse  publicity.    The  Army's  recent  experience 
with  former  military  intelligence  personnel  confirms  this  estimate. 
Since  obligated  service  officers,  first  enlistees  and  draftees  are  drawn 
from,  a  peer  group  in  which  reaction  is  most  unfavorable,   morale  and 
disciplinary  problems  can  be  anticipated. 

Advantages  of  Relaxing  Restrictions 


1.  Lifting  these  restrictions  would  expand  the  scope  of 
domestic  intelligence  collection  efforts  by  diverting  additional  manpower 
and  resources  for  the  collection  of  information  on  college  campuses  and 
in  the  vicinity  of  military  installations. 

2.  The  use  of  undercover  agents  by  the  military  counter- 
intelligence agencies  could  be  limited  to  localized  targets  where  the 
threat  is  great  and  the  likelihood  of  exposure  minimal.    Moreover, 
controlled  use  of  trusted  personnel  leaving  the  service  to  return  to 
college  could  expand  the  collection  capabilities  at  an  acceptable  risk. 

3.  The  military  services  have  a  certain  number  of  personnel 
pursuing  special  academ.ic  courses  on  campuses  and  universities.    Such 
personnel,  who  in  many  instances  have  already  been  investigated  for 
security  clearance,  would  represent  a  valuable  pool  of  potential  sources 
for  reporting  on  subversive  activities  of  campus  and  student- related 
groups. 
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DECISION:    Us?  of  .Vlilita r v 

Undercover  Agents 

Present  rosLrictions  should  be  retained. 


_  The  counterintelligence  mission  of  the  military 
services  should  be  expanded  to  include  the  active 
collection  of  intelligence  concerning  student- 
related  dissident  activities,  v/ith  provisions  for 
a  close  coordination  with  the  FBI.' 

_  No  change  should  be  made  in  the  current 
mission  of  the  military  counterintelligence 
services;  hov/ever,  present  restrictions 
should  be  relaxed  to  permit  the  use  of  trusted 
military  personnel  as  FBI  assets  in  the 
collection  of  intelligence  regarding  student- 
related  dissident  activities. 

More  information  is  needed. 


^^'"^-    T"s  ^BI  is  opposed  to  the  use  of  any  military  undercover  acrgnts 
to  develop  domestic  intelligence  iriormation  because  this  v.Duld 
be  m  violation  of  the  Delimitations  Agreement.    The  military 
services,  joined  by  the  FBI,  oppose  any  modification  of  tb- 
Delimitations  Agreement  v/hich  would  extend  tlieir  jurisdiction 
beyond  matters  of  interest  to  the  Departm.ent  of  Defense. 
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II.     BUDGET  A:,'D  r.LANPOV/ER  restrictions 

The  capability  of  me.nriber  agencies,  NSA,  CIA,  DLA,  FBI, 
and  the  military  counterintelligence  services,  to  collect  intelligence 
data  is  limited  by  available  resoxirces,  particularly  in  terms  of  budget 
and/or  qualified  manpower.     For  some  agencies  fiscal  limitations  or 
recent  cutbacks  have  been  acute.    Budgetary  requirements  for  some 
agencies,  other  than  the  FBI,  are  reviewed  and  passed  upon  by  officials 
who,  in  some  instances,  may  not  be  fully  informed  concerning  intelligence 
requirements. 


The  military  services  noted  that  cuts  in  budget  requirements 
for  counterintelligence  activities  have  the  effect  of  severely  hampering 
the  ability  of  these  services'to  accomplish  missions  relating  to  coverage 
of  threats  to  the  national  security.     Budgetary  deficiencies  have  occurred 
at  a  time  v/hen  investigative  work  loads  are  increasing  significantly. 

Manpower  limitations  constitute  a  major  restriction  on 
the  FBI's  capabilities  in  the  investigation  of  subversive  activities. 
The  problem  is  further  complicated  by  the  fact  that,  even  if  substantial 
numbers  of  Agents  could  be  recruited  on  a  crash  basis,  the  time  required 
to  conduct  background  investigations  and  to  provide  essential  training 
would  mean  several  months'  delay  in  personnel  being  available  for  use 
against  the  rapidly  escalating  subversive  situation. 
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In  the  event,  as  a  result  of  this  report,  additional 
colleciion  requirements  should  be  levied  on  the  agencies  involved 
it  would  be  necessary  to  provide  for  essential  funding. 


DECISION:    Budget  and  Manpower  Restrictions 

Each  agency  should  submit  a  detailed  estimate  as 
to  projected  manpower  needs  and  other  costs  in  the 
event  the  various  investigative  restraints  herein  are 
lifted. 

Each  agency  must  operate  within  its  current 
budgetary  or  manpower  limitations,  irrespective 
of  action  required  as  result  of  this  report. 

More  information  is  needed. 
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PART  THREE 


EVALUATION  OF  INTERAGENCY  COORDINATION 

I.  CURRENT  PROCEDURES  TO  EFFECT  COORDINATION 

There  is  currently  no  operational  body  or  mechanism 
specifically  charged  with  the  overall  analysis,  coordination,  and 
continuing  evaluation  of  practices  and  poUcies  governing  the  acquisi- 
tion and  dissemination  of  intelligence,  the  pooling  of  resources,  and 
the  correlation  of  operational  activities  in  the  domestic  field. 

Although  a  substantial  exchange  of  intelligence  and  research 
material  between  certain  of  the  interested  agencies  already  exists,  much 
remains  to  be  done  in  the  following  areas:    (1)  the  preparation  of  coordinated 
intelligence  estimates  in  a  format  useful  for  policy  formulation;  (2)  the 
coordination  of  intelligence  collection  resources  of  the  member  agencies 
and  the  establishment  of  clear-cut  priorities  for  the  various  agencies; 
and  (3)  the  coordination  of  the  operational  activities  of  member  agencies 
in  developing  the  required  intelligence. 

II.  SUGGESTED  IVIEASURES  TO  IMPROVE  THE  COORDINATION  OF 
DOiv^STIC  INTELLIGENCE  COLLECTION 

It  is  believed  that  an  interagency  group  on  domestic 
intelligence  should  be  established  to  effect  coordination  between  the 
various  member  agencies.    This  group  v/ould  define  the  specific  require- 
ments of  the  various  agencies,  provide  regular  evaluations  of  domestic 
intelligence,   develop  reconmendations  relative  to  policies  governing 
operations  in  the  field  of  domestic  intelligence,  and  prepare  periodic 
domestic  intelligence  estimates  which  would  incorporate  the  results 
of  the  combined  efforts  of  the  entire  intelligence  community. 

Membership  in  this  group  should  consist  of  the  principal 
officers  responsible  for  domestic  intelligence  collection  activities 
of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,   the  Central  Intelligence  Agency, 
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the  National  Security  Agency,  the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency,  and  the 
counterintelligence  agencies  of  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force.    In  addition,  an  appropriate  representative  of  the 
White  House  would  have  membership.    The  committee  wouId"r8p~ort 
periodically  to  the  White  House,   and  a  White  House  staff  representative 
would  coordinate  intelligence  originating  with  this  committee  in  the 
same  manner  as  Dr.  Henry  Kissinger,  Assistant  to  the  President," 
coordinates  foreign  intelligence  on  behalf  of  the  President.    The 
chairman  would  be  appointed  by  the  President. 

This  interagency  group  would  have  authority  to  determine 
appropriate  staff  requirements  and  to  implement  these  requirements 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  President,  in  order  to  meet  the  ' 

responsibilities  and  objectives  described  above. 

DECISION:    Permanent  Interagency  Group 

An  ad  hoc  group  consisting  of  the  FBI,  CIA,  NSA, 

DIA,  and  the  military  counterintelligence  agencies 

should  be  appointed  and  should  serve  as  long  as  the 
President  deems  necessary,  to  provide  evaluations 
of  domestic  intelligence,  prepare  periodic  domestic 
intelligence  estimates,  and  carry  out  the  other 
objectives  indicated  above. 


A  permanent  committee  consisting  of  the  FBI,  CIA    NSA 
_DIA,  and  the  military  counterintelligence  agencies  ' 
should  be  appointed  to  provide  evaluations  of 
domestic  intelligence,  prepare  periodic  domestic 
intelligence  estimates,  and  carry  out  the  other 
objectives  indicated  above. 

_No  further  action  required. 

More  information  is  needed. 


NOTE:    The  FBI  is  opposed  to  the  creation  of  a  permanent  committee 

for  the  purpose  of  providing  evaluations  of  domestic  intelligence 
however  the  FBI  would  approve  of  preparing  periodic  domestic 
intelligence  estimates. 
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21.2  SUMMARY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY^ 
MAY  21,  1973,  SENATE  ARMED  SERVICES  COM- 
MITTEE,    EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    137-38 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  May  21,  1973,  and  stated  that  a  report 
was  prepared  by  the  intelligence  services  as  directed  by  the  President 
on  June  5,  entitled  "Special  Report  Interagency  Committee  on  Intelligence 
(Ad  Hoc)."  Following  the  preparation  of  the  Special  Report,  FBI  Director 
Hoover  objected  to  the  inclusion  of  options  for  the  President  to  lift 
restraints  on  intelligence  gathering  methods.   Mr.  Huston  understood  that 
Mr.  Hoover  originally  wanted  to  place  his  objections  in  the  body  of  the 
report,  but  he  was  prevailed  on  to  place  them  in  the  form  of  footnotes 
to  those  parts  of  the  report  setting  out  options  for  lifting  restraints 
on  intelligence  gathering  methods. 


(432) 
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The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  July  9,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony 
he  recited  that  Mr.  Hoover  had  objected  to  certain  options  in  the  report 
of  the  Interagency  Committee  on  Intelligence  (Ad  Hoc) ,  and  had  placed 
his  objections  in  footnotes  to  the  Report.   General  Bennett  and  Admiral 
Gayler  complained  about  the  presence  of  the  footnotes,  but  were  convinced 
not  to  dispute  Mr.  Hoover's  inclusion  of  them. 
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21.4     H.R.    HALDEMAN  TESTIMONY,    JULY  31,    1973,    8  SSC  3029 

3029 


Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  awnre  that  A[r.  Hoover,  Director  of  the  FBI, 
opposed,  at  len.st  entered  his  opposition  to  most  of  the  re<x>mmenda- 
tions  in  that  plan? 

Mr.  Haldem.xx.  I  knew  that — I  think  in  the  recommendation  itself 
which  was  signed  by  Director  Hoover  as  chairman  of  the  committee, 
he  had  indicated  in  the  various  recommendations  his  disagreement 
with  some  of  them  in  spite  of  the  faft  that  they  were  the  committee 
recommendation. 

He  was  transmitting  them  as  the  committee  recommendation  with 

_dissent. 


■^ 


Mr.  Dash.  Well,  now,  did  Mr.  Huston  seek  to  get  your  assistance  in 
overriding  Mr.  Hoover's  objections? 

Mr.  Haldeman'.  Yes ;  I  think  he  did. 

]Mr.  Dash.  And  did  he  send  a  series  of  memorandums  to  you  with 
regard  to  that? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  have  seen  the  memorandums  that  have  been  put 
into  exhibit  and  reprinted  in  the  papers  and  thoy  would  indicate  that 
he  did,  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  "Well,  did  you  just  see  them  as  they  were  reprinted  in  the 
papers  or  do  you  actually  recall  receiving  those  memorandums  and 
i-eading  them? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  I  have  a  general  recollection.  I  cannot  identify  hav- 
ing seen  or  acted  upon  any  specific  memorandum  without  looking  at  it 
and  reviewing  it.  I  do  know  that  there  was  a  definite  concern  on  Mr. 
Huston's  part  and  on  the  other  side,  on  the  President's  part,  that  there 
was — we  knew  there  was  a  problem  going  into  this.  One  of  the  reasons 
for  bringing  this  group  together  was  the  fact  that  communication 
between  the  FBI  and  other  mtelligence  agencies  was  at  best  minimal. 

Mr.  Dash.  Let  me  just  show  you  one  memorandum  and  I  think  this 
has  already  gone  into  the  record.  See  at  least  if  you  can  recollect  it.  It  is 
a  memorandum  dated  August  5, 1970,  from  Mr.  Huston  to  you,  subject, 
"Domestic  Intelligence"*,  which  is  primarily  dealing  with  the  problem 
of  Mr.  Hoover's  objections  and  indicating  that  the  program  ought  to 
move  forward  and  asking  your  assistance.  I  ask  you  to  take  a  look  at 
it,  see  if  you  do  recall  it  and  if  you  do,  would  you  comment  on  it? 

Mr.  WiLsox.  May  we  keep  this,  Mr.  Dash  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  It  is  my  only  copy  at  the  moment.  We  can  make  a  Xerox 
copy  for  you.  Unfortunately,  our  Xerox  machine  is  broken  down.  That 
is  why  members  of  ourcommittee  do  not  have  copies. 

This  has  been  entered  in  the  record  at  a  prior  time. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  cannot  positively,  without  any  doubt,  say  I  read 
that  memorandimi  at  the  time  it  was  sent  to  me  but  I  have  a  very  clear 
recollection  of  the  general  content  of  the  problem  that  existed  at  that 
time  and  I  probably  did  read  this  memorandum. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  characterize  that  memorandum  as 
Mr.  Huston  being  considerably  upset  over  Mr.  Hoover's  obstinacy  in 
opposing  the  plan  and 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash  [contimiingl.  And  indicating  that  it  was  quite  nr<:ent  that 
the  plan  go  forward  and  seeking  your  assistance? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes. 


•See  Book  3.  exhibit  No.  .37.  p.  132."5, 
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Kun/.i;;,  «ho  is  jiow  ;in  n-^Dci.iU-  jiuli^c  of  the  U.S.  Ojuit 
of  Cl.iiiiis. 

Mr.  Sanip-nr\  lias  liccn  Aclin^  AdTiiiiiislr.UDr  of  CJca- 
cial  Scniic.-.  since  June  2,  1972.  He  jniiicd  the  f;iru;inl 
Sen  ices  .Adtiiinistnulon  in  1909  xs  Coinniissionrr  of  ihc 
Federal  Supply  SciAicc.  From  1970  to  1972  he  was  Coni- 
r(ii.ssioncr  of  ific  Public  Buildings  Service  in  GSA  and  the 
first  Deputy  .\dniinistrator  of  GS.\  for  Special  Piojecls. 

He  came  to  the  General  Services  Administration  after 
6  vears  in  PcnnsvKania  State  ijoveniment,  where  he  was 
secretary  of  administration  nnd  bud<;et  secretary  imdcr 
Gov.  Ravinond  P.  Sliafcr,  and  deputy  .sccretar\-  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  \V.  Scranton.  Prior  to  enterinc;  government 
scnice,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  v»  as  born  on  October  8,  1926,  in  Warren, 
R  I.  He  received  his  B.S.  decree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  19.t1  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

Active  in  scvcr.nl  professional  organizations,  Mr.  Samp- 
son w.as  presented  the  S\nergT.  HI  Award  for  ouLstanding 
contributions  toward  the  adv.uicemcnt  of  architecture  by 
the  .Society  of  .American  Registered  .\rcliitects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  w.as  selected  .as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary 
member  of  the  .Xmcrican  Institute  of  Architects. 

He  and  his  w  ife,  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  \\'asliington,  D.C). 

note;  For  the  Prc^idTit's  st.Ttrnr'nt  upon  .innnuncini:;  his  intention 
to  nomin.ltc  Mr.  Sampson,  sec  th*?  pn-crrlinq  ilcin. 
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The  Watergate  Investigation 

[      Slatcmotis  by  the  PTdhlcitl.      May  22,  1973 

Recent  news  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  the 
Watergate  investigations  have  given  gros.sly  misleading 
impressions  of  many  of  the  facts,  as  they  rel.ite  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  imrelated  activities  involving  na- 
tional security. 

Already,  on  the  liasis  of  second-  and  third-hand  hearsay 
trstimouv  by  persons  either  rouv  ii  led  or  themselves  \uulcr 
investigation  in  the  <  ase,  I  have  found  myself  accuseil  of 
Involvement  in  activities  I  never  he.ud  iif  until  I  read 
about  tlirm  in  new^  .tccounls. 

These  impie-sions  could  .il-n  le.ul  to  .i  serious  niisiuider- 
st.anding  of  those  n;iti(ni.\l  sei  uriiv  .u  liv  itie-.  \s  hit  h.  tliou'^h 
trit.illy  uniel.ired  In  Watei'Mic.  h.ive  l»-e(Mne  eut.mgled  in 
the  case.  7hcv  (oidil  le.ul  to  fuiiliei  cfirupromise  (>l  seu^i- 
tive  nation.il  seeniitv  inform. itmn. 


I  will  not  abandon  my  responsibilities.  I  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  Wis  elected  to  do. 

In  the  aci  omp.inying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  .OS  I  know  them  iLS  they  relate  to  my  own  rclc. 

\\  ith  regard  to  the  spciific  aliegalioni  that  have  betn 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically : 

1.  I  .  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in.  nor  wis  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
cfTorts  tliat  may  have  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  ofler  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  ofTcr. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  eflorl  to  provide  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CI.-V  in  the  Watergate 
matter. 

6.  It  w.xs  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  investigation 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
Ellsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specificallv  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Byrne. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  have  specifically  stated  that  executh-e 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing possible  crimin.Tl  conduct  or  discus.sion5  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  Watergate  afTair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  st.atemcnt  from  the  President 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  h.is  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  arc  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  .xs  fact. 

Important  national  security  operations  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  Watergate  have  become 
entangled  in  the  cvsc. 

.■\s  a  result,  .some  national  sccuritv  information  has 
.ilrc.idy  been  made  public  throuoh  court  orders,  through 
the  subpoenaing  of  docimients,  and  through  tc5timonv 
witnesses  have  given  in  judici.d  and  Congressional  pro- 
ceedings. Other  .sensitive  documents  arc  now  threatened 
with  disclosure.  Continued  silence  about  those  oper.iiions 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  would 
alsii  serve  it>  perpetu.ite  a  grossly  distorted  view — wh.ich 
recent  parti. d  iliselosures  h.ive  given— of  the  nature  ar.J 
purjMse  of  those  i>per.t:io;:s. 
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The  pLirpose  of  this  statement  is  threefold: 

First,  to  set  forth  the  facU  about  my  own  relationship 
to  the  \Vateri:;ate  matter; 

— Second,  to  place  in  some  perspective  some  of  the  more 
sensational — and  inaccurate — of  the  charges  that  have 
filli-d  the  headlines  in  recent  days,  and  also  some  of  the 
matters  that  axe  currently  being  discussed  in  Senate  testi- 
mony and  elsewhere; 

— Third,  to  draw  the  distinction  between  national  secu- 
rity operations  and  the  \Vatergate  case.  To  put  the  other 
masters  in  perspective,  it  will  be  necessary  to  describe  the 
national  security  operations  first. 

In  citing  these  national  security  matters,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  place  a  national  security  "cover"  on  Water- 
gate, but  rather  to  separate  them  out  from  Watergate — 
and  at  the  same  time  to  explain  the  context  in  which  cer- 
tain actions  took  place  that  were  later  misconstrued  or 
misused. 

Long  before  the  Watergate  break-in,  three  important 
national  secvirity  operations  took  place  which  have  subse- 
quently become  entangled  in  the  Watergate  case. 

— The  first  operation,  begun  in  1969,  was  a  program  of 
wiretaps.  All  were  legal,  under  the  authorides  then  exist- 
ing. They  were  undertaken  to  find  and  stop  serious 
national  sectirity  leaks. 

— The  second  operation  was  a  reassessment,  which  I 

ordered  in   1970,  of  the  adequacy  of  internal  security 

me-isures.   This  resulted   in   a  plan   and  a  directive  to 

\   strengthen  our  intelligence  operations.  They  were  pro- 

'   tei;;ed  by  Mr.  Hoover,  and  as  a  result  of  his  protest  'hey 

v.ere  not  put  into  effect. 

— ^The  third  operation  was  the  establishment,  in  1971, 
of  a  Special  Investigations  Unit  in  the  V/hite  House.  Its 
primary  mission  was  to  plug  leaks  of  vital  security  infor- 
mation. I  also  dirpf""''  '^Js.  group  to  prepare  an  accurate 
history  of  certain  crucial  national  security  m.atters  which 
ocmrred  under  prior  administrations,  on  which  the  Gov- 
ernment's records  were  incomplete. 

Here  is  the  background  of  these  three  security  opera- 
tions initiated  in  my  Administration. 

1969  Wiretaps 

By  mid-1969,  my  Admlnistradon  had  begun  a  number 
of  highly  sensitive  foreign  policy  initiatives.  They  were 
aimed  at  ending  the  war  in  Vietnam,  achiei-ing  a  settle- 
ment in  the  Middle  East,  limiting  nuclear  arms,  .xnd  estab- 
lishing pew  relationships  among  the  great  powers.  These 
invo'.vfcl  highly  secret  diplomacy.  They  were  closely  inter- 
re'ii'cd.  Lexks  of  .secret  information  about  any  one  ronkl 
rndargerall. 

Ex.'-ctly  that  h.nppcried.  News  aicmints  appeared  in 
!0'3^*.  which  were  nhviously  based  on  le.iks — some  of  them 
ex'ctisive  and  dct.T'led  --by  people  having  :u  rc->  to  tlie 
n-.jr  hi'.;hly  classified  security  materi.ils. 

Ti.r-re  W.1S  no  w:iy  to  carry  for^v.ird  tht^se  diplomatii: 


initiatives  unless  furth-r  IchLs  cjuld  be  prevented.  This 
required  finding  the  source  of  the  leaks. 

In  order  to  do  thi-:,  a  special  program  of  wiretaps  was 
ijiiti'.'jted  in  mid-IOo')  and  terminated  in  Fcbrua.-/  197;. 
Fciver  than  20  taps,  of  varying  duration,  were  involved 
Tiiev  pr'^duced  important  !-;ads  that  made  it  possible  to 
t'.^ihter.  the  security  of  highly  seniitive  materials.  I  author- 
ized this  entire  program.  Each  individual  tap  was  under- 
taken in  accordance  with  procedures  legal  at  the  time  and 
in  acccrd  with  longstanding  precedent. 

Tee  persons  who  were  subject  to  these  wiretaps  were 
detertrur.ed  through  coordination  among  the  Director  of 
the  FBI,  my  Assistant  for  iVational  Security  Affairs,  and 
the  .\ttomey  General.  Those  wiretapped  were  selected  on 
the  basis  of  access  to  the  information  leaked,  material  in 
securrry  files,  and  evidence  that  developed  as  the  joquiry 
proceeded. 

Information  thus  obtained  was  made  available  to  senior 
ofndals  responsible  for  national  security  matters  in  order 
to  curtail  furtherleaks. 

The  1970  I^rrEI.LICE^'c^  Pt.\x 

In  the  sprijig  and  summer  of  1970,  another  security 
problem  reached  cridcal  proportiors.  In  March  a  wave 
of  bombings  and  explosions  struck  college  campuses  and 
cities.  There  were  400  bomb  threats  in  one  2't-hour  period 
in  Ne^v  York  City.  Rioring  and  violence  on  college  cam- 
puses reached  a  ne^v  peak  after  the  Cambodian  operation 
and  the  tragedies  at  Kent  State  and  Jackson  Siatc.  The 
1959—70  school  year  brought  nearly  1,800  campus  dem- 
onstmrions  and  nearly  250  cases  of  arson  on  campus.  Many 
colleges  closed.  Gun  battles  between  gtierrilla-style  groups 
and  police  were  taking  place.  Some  of  the  disruptive  ac- 
ti\-ities  w  ere  receiving  foreign  support. 

Complicating  the  task  of  maintaining  security  was  the 
fact  that,  in  1956,  certain  types  of  undercover  FBI  oper- 
ations that  had  been  conducted  for  many  years  had  been 
suspertded.  Ttiis  also  had  substantially  impaired  our  abil- 
ity to  toUect  foreign  intelligence  informadon.  At  the  same 
time,  the  relationships  benveen  the  FBI  and  other  intelli- 
gence agencies  had  been  deteriorating.  By  May  1970,  FBI 
Director  Hooi.  er  shut  o.T  his  agency's  liaison  with  the  CIA 
altogether. 

On  June  5,  1970,  I  met  with  the  Director  ol  the  FBI 
(Mr.  Hoover),  the  Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  'Mr.  Richard  Helms),  the  Director  of  the  De- 
fen^^c  Intelligence  .Agency  (Gen.  Donald  V.  Bennett),  and 
the  Director  of  the  N.arional  Sectirity  .Agency  (.Adnr  Nod 
Ga\.lrr\  Wc  dismssed  t!;e  urgent  need  for  better  intelli- 
gence opi-ratior.s.  I  appninted  Director  Hio\er  a> 
chai.'tna.T  of  .\n  interagency  com:t>ittce  to  prep.ire  reoo-ti- 
insMc.tticns.  .        _^^^^ 


On  J.".ne  25.  t!-.o  ■.•.■m-t'itrco  su!>i>Mned  a  repurr  which 
inclu-i.-ci  -pecinc  ttprions  for  .-xp.mded  iutciiigcnoi"  opcr- 
aii'-L-.  atd  oil  JitU   2.'   the  agcnci'S  were  ni'.i.it'd  by 


— ^illr»^-'    t  ! 
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22.       During  the  first  week  of  July  1970  Huston  sent  the  Special 
Report  and  a  Top  Secret  memorandum  entitled  "Operational  Restraints 
on  Intelligence  Collection"  to  Halderaan.   In  the  memorandum  Huston  re- 
commended that  the  President,  frov.i  among  the  options  discussed  by  the 
Report,  select  in  most  areas  discussed  the  option  relaxing  the  re- 
straints on  intelligence  collection.   Huston  specifically  noted  that 
covert  mail  covers  and  surreptitious  entries  were  illegal  but  nonethe- 
less recommended  that  the  restraints  on  the  use  of  these  techniques 
be  relaxed.  Huston  justified  his  recommendation  in  part  on  the  past 
practices  of  the  FBI.   Huston  also  recommended  the  formation  of  an 
interagency  evaluation  committee,  as  outlined  in  the  Report. 
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22.2     TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  MEMOBAmUM,   MAY  IS,    1973 

HAisiJJLo  VIA  CO.\;i.".  ■_■  C»    A.;,  ;.*:., J. y  OXILY 
OPERATIONAL.  RES'j-'JlAIXTii  C:-;  .. . TICLLIGSXCE  CG^.LEC' 


A.     j'.iuei-prC'Llvi'   P.c  st'-p.l-.c  cnCcr:  :  .■_:-:  carlo  r.s  Iriteil '  v.cnce.      (pp.    Z'^-?.j, 


Rccomr;ic!ifl"'.l.'i.on: 


'   k     ^..A.i. 


Present  i:iwerpret^\.icr.  s'..ould  be  broadened  to  pes 

and  program  for  cover aje  by  XSA  of  the  con"imu;".»ci....o... 

of  U.  S.    citi-zens  usin.:?  ir^i-emationai  facilities. 


Rationale: 

The  FBI  does  nou  have  the  capability  to  moaitor 
international  communications.      i\"SA  is  currc.-t.y 
doing  so  on  a  restricted  basis,    and  the  informa- 
tion ic  has  provided  has  been  most  helpful.     xVluc- 
of  this  information  is  particularly  useful  to  the 
White  House  and  it  would  be  to  our  disadvantage 
to  allow  the  FBI  to  determine  what  NSA  should  go 
in  this  area  without  regard  to  our  ov/n  reauire- 
ments.     No  appreciable  risk  is  involved  in  this 
course  of  action. 

B.     Electronic  Surveillances  and  Penetrations,     (pp.    26-Z8) 

Recommendation: 

Present  procedure.';  should  be  changed  to  permit 
intensification  of  coverage  of  individuals  and 
groups  in  the  United  States  who  pose  a  rriajor 
threat  to  the  internal  security. 

ALSO,    present  procedures  should  bo  changed  to 
permit  int-jna if ication  of  coverrtgc  of  foreign 
nationals  and  dipjomacic  ustablis;i:i.cnts  in  cho 
United  Staces  of  interest  zo  tr.o  inue^iigcnce 
communicy. 

Rationale: 


At  tJic  pros-  ■  .  w.rno,    le.Si>   ^ha.-   65  olectroaic 
penetrations  ..;e  opciai-ivo.      T;us  i.-.cludcs 
covei"i.t;e  of  l..c  v^PLoA  <\;.d  organizcii  crin-.e 
targcti;,    v/icJ".  o.,.      a     vj'.v  ;..jt;\ori;'.i:d.aj;ai:'.s'i; 
subjects  of  y>rc~..^-   .ig  .,-..>:  rr.  a »  i,ecurluy  inicrcsu. 

TOP  ;.:.:C:::-:T 
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22.1     TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  15,    197S 


TGI"'  Z-^GRx^T  pE."e  2 

rlANDLE  VLt\  CO.MIXT  CMAXXELS  OXLY 

Mr.    Hoover's  statement  thit  the  FBI  v/ould  not  oppose 
other  agencies  seeking  approval  for  and  operating 
electronic  surveillances  is  gratutious  since  no  other 
agencies  have  the  capability. 

Everyone  knov/lcdgable  in  the  field,    with  the  exception 
of  Mr.    Hoover,    concurs  that  existing  coverage  is  grossly 
inadequate.      CIA  and  NSA  note  that  this  is  particularly 
true  of  diplomatic  establishments,    and  we  have  learned  at 
the  Wliite  House  that  it  is  also  true  of  New  L-eft  croups. 

C.  Mail  Coverage     (pp.  .29-31)     | 

Recoinmendation: 
i 
Restrictions  on  legal  coverage  should  be  removed. 

ALSO,    present  restrictions  on  covert  coverage 
should  be  relaxed  on  selected  targets  of  priority 
foreign  intelligence  and  internal  security  interest. 

Rationale; 

There  is  no  valid  argument  against  use  of  legal  mail 
covers  except  Mr.    Hoover's  concern  that  the  civil 
liberties  people  may  become  upset.      This  risk  is  surely 
an  acceptable  one  and  hardly  serious  enough  to  justify 
denying  ourselves  a  valuable  an.d  legal  intelligence  tool. 

Covert  coverage  is  illegal  and  there  are  serious  risks 
involved.     However,    the  advantages  to  be  derived  from 
its  use  outweigh  the   risks.      This  technique  is  particularly 
valuable  in  identifying  espionage  agents  and  other  contacts 
of  foreign  iiitelligcnce  services. 

D.  Surreptitious  Entry    (pp.    32-33) 

Recommendation: 

Present  restrictions  should  be  modified  to  permit  pro- 
cui"cincnt  of  vitally  r.ceded  foreign  c yyptographic  niarerial. 

AL/SO,    present  rc;-crictions  should  be  niodified  to  permit 
.    selective  use  of  vlii-;   ccchnique  againi,t  other  urgent  and 
higli  priority  intornai  .socurily  targets.  i^~^/  ■  ■■ — /'/'"• 
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TOP  SECRET  Page  3 

HANDLE  VIA.  COMIXT  CKAXNELS  ONEY 


Rationale: 

Use  of  this  technique  is  clearly  illegal:    it  amounts 
to  burglary.     It  is  also  highly  risky  and  could  result 
in  great  embarrassinent  if  exposed.     However,    it 
is  also  the  most  fruitful  tool  and  can  produce  the 
type  of  intelligence  which  cannot  be  obtained  in  any 
other  fashion." 

The  FBI,    in  .vh=5  Mr.    Hoover's  younger  days*,    used  to 
conduct  such  operations  with  great  success  and  with 
no  exposure.      The  information  secured  was  invaluable. 

NSA  has  a  particular  interest  since  it  is  possible  by 
this  technique  to  seciire  materials  with  which  NSA  can 
break  foreign  cryptographic  codes.     We  spend  millions 
of  dollars  attempting  to  break  these  codes  by  machine. 
One  successful  surreptitious  entry  can  do  the  job 
•  successfully  at  no  dollar  cost. 

Surreptitious  entry  of  facilities  occupied  by  subversive 
elements  can  turn  up  information  about  identities, 
methods  of  operation,    and  other  invaluable  investigative 
information  which  is  not  otherwise  obtainable.      This 
technique  would  be  particularly  helpful  if  used  against 
the  Weathermen  and  Black  Panthers. 

The  deployment  of  the  Executive  Protector  Force  has 
increased  the  risk  of  surreptitious  entry  of  diplomatic 
establishments.      However,    it  is  the  belief  of  all  except 
Mr.    Hoover  that  the  technique  can  still  be  successfully 
used  on  a  selective  basis. 

E.     Dcvclopn-icnt  of  Campus  Sources     (pp.    34-36) 

Rcconimcndatioa: 

Present  restrictions  should  be  relaxed  to  permit  expanded 
coverage  of  violence-prone  campus  and  student- rclaiicd 
groups. 

ALSO,    CLA  covera;;c  o[  Air.erican  .stv.do:its   (and  othovsy 
traveling  or  livin;^  ribroad  ishould  bo  increased. 

TOP  S-^CRET  ^    (^/-'■■^CL,^ 
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TOP  SECRET  Pa^ 

HANDLE  VI^V  CO  MINT  CIiAX>,"EI.S  OXL,Y 


R^lu 


The  f'BI  docs  not  currcr.tiy  recruit  aay  campus  sources 
among  individuals  below  21  years  of  age.      Tiiis  dramaticaliy 
reduces  tlie  pool  from  which  sources  may  be  drawn.     Mr.    Koo-. 
is  afraid  of  a  young  student  surfacing  in  tiic  press  as  an  FBI 
source,    althojigh  the  reaction  in  the  past  to  such  events  has 
been  minimal.     After  all,    everyone  assumes  the  FBI  has 
such  sources. 

The  campus  is  the  battle-ground  of  the  revolutionary 
protest  movement.     It  is  impossible  to  gather  effective 
intelligence  about  the  movement  unless  we  have  campus 
sources.      The  risk  of  exposure  is  minimal,    and  where 
exposure  occurs  the  adverse  publicity  is  moderate  and 
short-lived.     It  is  a  price  we  must  be  willing  to  pay  for 
effective  coverage  of  the  campus  scene.      The  intelligence 
community,    with  the  exception  of  Mr.    Hoover,    feels 
strongly  that  it  is  imperative  the  we  increase  the  number 
of  campus  sources  this  fall  in  order  to  forestall  widespread 
■violence. 

CIA  claims  there  are  no  existing  restraints  on  its  coverage 
of  over-seas  activities  of  US  nationals.     However,    this 
coverage  has  been  grossly  inadequate  since  1965  and  an 
explicit  directive  to  increase  coverage  is  required. 


F.     Use  of  Military  Undercover  Agents     (pp.     37-39) 
Recommendation: 

Present  restrictions  should  be  retained. 

Rationale; 

The  iatcllic;onco  community  is  agreed  that  tho  risks 
of  lifting  these  rcstrair.is  arc  creator  than  the  value 
of  a:iy  ■po:;oiblo  ir.jcill^jor.ce  v/.;ic'.i  .ccuif'  bo  acquired 
by  doing  so.  SV/^.V 

^vv--    — 

toj^  s':v'::vEt  .^/   .-   ... 
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irANOI.i:   V,A  COMINT  CHANNELS  ONJ.Y 

BUDGET  AND  maxpov;j-:r  lirZ-STrqCTIOXS 

(pp.      40-41) 

Recoinmc  nd  E-'don: 

Each  ager.cy  should  submit  a  detailed  estiiric^te  as  to 
projected,  maiipower  needs  and  other  costs  ir.  the  eveiit 
the  various  irxvestigative  restraints  herein  are  lifted. 

Rationale: 

In  the  event  that  the  above  recommendations  arc  concurred 
in,    it  will  be  necessary  to  inodify  existing  budgets  to  pro%~lde 
the  money  and  manpower  necessary  for  their  implementation.. 
The  intelligence  community  has  been  badly  hit  in  the  budget 
squeeze  (I  suspect  the  foreign  intelligence  operations  are  in 
the  same  shape)  and  it  may  i^ij.  well  be  necessary  to  make 
sotne  modifications.     The  projected  figures  should  be       . 
reasonable,    but  will  be  subject  to  individual  re'/iew  if  this 
recommeridation  is  accepted-  .  ; 

MEASURES  TO  IMPROVE  DOMESTIC  INTELLIGEXCE  OPERA  ICON'S 
(pp.    42-43) 

Reconimendation: 

A  permanent  commit-tee  coiisisting  of  the  FBI,    CIA,    NSA, 
DIA,    and  the  zriiiitary  counterintelligence  agencies  should 
be  appointed  to  provide  evaluations  of  domestic  intelligence, 
prepare  periodic  domestic  intelligence  estimates,    and  carry 
out  the  other  objectives  specified  in  the  report. 

Rationale: 

The  need  for  increased  coordiiiation,    joint  estiinates,    and 
responsiveness  to  the  V/hite  House  is  obN-ious  to  the 
intelligence  conimunity.      There  are  a  number  of  operational 
problcins  wr.ich  need  to  be  worked  out  since  I'.'r.    Hoov.-.-v  is 
feai-ful  of  any  mechanisn\  v/nich  mic.ht  jeopardize  his  r.\:..o:.o:r.y. 
CIA  would  prefer  a.n  ad  hoc  coramittce  to  see  how  tixe  sys-i.ni 
'works,    but  o;:i\er  ;Tic:"bc;"6  bclio\\'  vn.r  '.'.\l  r.  \.\'>\.\d  ;;;c;:i'-Iy  (..oi'.v 


■  -•-'^'-■"'■*    '  " ;.;    ;Oi:\U 


The  valui;  oi  iiititig  ir.cjii'.^cuce  ccUccLion  Vf.-.-.tvrd-.vc.^  i:. 
proportional  to  ti.e  aviiiJ;i..jiliLy  o;' joint  opcraliOiis  and  >• 
and  the  esi'^vb!  isr.n-;env  of  ..I'.ic  ir.  to  r -a^'.ci'.v: 
irnTierativc:. 
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22.  2     SUMMARY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY^ 
MAY  21,    1973,   SENATE  ARMED  SERVICES  COM- 


MITTEE,    138-39 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  consnittee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  May  21,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony 
stated  that  the  Special  Report  of  the  Interagency  Committee  on  Intelligence 
(Ad  Hoc)  was  transmitted  to  the  White  House  and  was  submitted  to  Mr. 
Haldeman.   Mr.  Huston  prepared  a  memorandum  to  accompany  submission  of 
the  report  to  Mr.  Haldeman,  in  which  Huston  outlined  his  recommendations 
of  options  to  be  approved  by  the  President.   Huston  recited  the  risks 
relatf^.d  to  the  selection  of  those  options,  lifting  restraints  on  intel- 
ligence gathering  activities,  as  opposed  to  the  potential  benefits. 
Huston  was  shown  his  memorandum  entitled  "Operational  Restraint  on  Intel- 
ligence Collection"  and  he  identified  it.  He  noted  that  the  memorandum 
went  to  Mr.  Haldeman  with  the  Special  Report  during  the  first  week  of 
July,  1970. 
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22.3     H.    R.    HALDEMAN  TESTIMONY,   JULY  31,    1972,    8  SSC  3028 

3028 

carrying  some  of  them  out,  at  least,  in  self-declared,  both  intentions 
and  in  Uickin<r,  and  the  reasons  for  what  they  were  doing. 

There  was  some  intelligence — there  was  some  FBI  intelligence  in 
this  area,  there  was  some  Secret  Service  intelligence  in  this  area  as  it 
related  to  Presidential  threat.-  and  security.  And  there  was  some  inves- 
tigative reporting  by  the  press  going  on  as  to  the  background  of  some 
of  these  activitips,  and  all  of  these  I  think  would  add  together  to  be  the 
soiirces  at  that  time  of  what  we  did  have. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  But  is  it  your  statement  that  you  were  not  fully  aware 
of  the  specifics  of  the  Huston  plan? 

Mv.  Halde:max.  I  was  not — let  me  get  into  how  that  was  set  up.  In 
the  meeting  with  the  President  and  the  heads  of  the  security  agencies 
the  problem  was  outlined  and  the  President  made  it  very  clear  that 
he  expected  some  cooperation,  which  there  did  not — which  did  not 
exist  at  that  time  between  these  agencies,  in  getting  better  information, 
evaluating  the  information  more  effectively,  and  disseminating  it  so 
that  action  could  be  taken  if  there  was  action  indicated,  or  at  least 
awareness — there  would  be  awareness  of  what  was  happening  or  what 
was  going  to  happen. 

The  group  assembled  in  his  oiBce  at  that  time  was  designated  by 
the  President  as  a  task  force  to  prepare  recommendations  for  him  as 
to  what  ought  to  be  done,  what  steps  should  be  taken  to  meet  the  prob- 
lem and  carry-  out  the  request  that  the  President  made  of  this  group. 
"^  It  is  my  undei-standing  that  that — those  agency  heads  themselves 
or  by  designation  of  members  of  their  staff  did  set  up  such  a  task  force 
under  the  chairmanship  of  Director  Hoover  which  prepared  an  exten- 
sive set  of  recommendations.  ^Ir.  Huston  worked  with  them,  I  under- 
stand on  this,  or  at  least  they  transmitted  these  recommendations  to 
him  upon  their  preparation,  and  those  recommendations  were  sub- 
mitted to  the  President.  They  were  submitted,  as  was  customary  pro- 
cedure'to  Mr.  Huston,  the  staff  man  assigned  to  that  project,  through 
Mr.  Huston  to  me  and  through  me  to  the  President. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Mr.  Huston  actually  reported  to  you? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  He  reported  through  me  in  this  particular  ai-ea.  He 
was — well,  I  do  not  know  where  he  was  assigned  at  that  time.  He  was 
sometimes — part  of  the  time  he  was  at  the  White  House  he  was  on  the 
staff  of  the  counsel  and  part  of  the  time  he  was  on  Mr.  Buc':\nan"s  staff. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  in  reporting  to  you  or  throuch  you,  50U  saw  all  of 
the  papers  that  were  being  reviewed,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  H.\i,nEjrAx.  I  saw  all  the  papers — not  all  the  working  papers  of 
the  committee.  I  saw  the  recommendations  that  went  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right.  Did  you  read  tlie  recommendations  that  went 
to  the  President? 

Mr.  H.vLDF.>rAx.  I  am  not  sure  I  did  or  not.  If  I  did  it  was  not  in  any 
detail.  I  had  an  idea  it  was  a  proposal  for  ah  expanded  intelligence 
activity. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  in  that  propo.-^al  there  was  a  reconmien- 
datioa  foi-  botli  national  and  internal  socuiity.  thnt  tliei-e  be  an 
increased  use  of  wiretapi)ing  and  surreptitious  entry  oi-  break-in  ? 

Mr.  HAF.DF.jrAX.  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  was  or  not.  T  may  very  well 
have  l)een. 
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23.    On  July  14,  1970  H.  R.  Haldeman  sent  a  Top  Secret  Ttiemorandum 
to  Huston  stating  that  the  President  had  approved  Huston's  recommenda- 
tions for  relaxing  restraints  on  intelligence  collection.   Haldeman 
requested  that  a  formal  decision  memorandum  be  prepared.   On  or  about 
July  23,  1970  Huston  prepared  and  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Ad 
Hoc  Committee  a  Top  Secret  decision  memorandum,  with  copies  to  the 
President  and  Haldeman,  advising  of  the  President's  decision  to  relax 
the  restraints  on  intelligence  gathering  by  use  of  the  techniques  of 
covering  international  communications  facilities,  electronic  sur- 
veillance and  penetrations,  illegal  mail  covers,  surreptitious  entries, 
and  development  of  campus  sources. 
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23.1     H.R.    HALDEMN  TESTIMONY,   JULY  31,    1973,    8  SSC  3030 

3030 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  Tvhy  Mr.  Hoover  opposed  the  plan? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  am  not  sure.  I  do  not  recall  whether  this memoran- 
dum  outlined  the  nature  of  his  objections  or  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  are  you  aware  after  the  plan  was  submitted  to  the 
President,  that  this  plan  was  in  fact  approved  by  the  President? 

Mr.  Haujeman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  After  that  approval,  was  the  plan  implemented? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No ;  it  was  not.  As  I  understand  it,  the  approval 
was  rescinded,  I  believe  it  was  5  days  later  by  notification  to  the  agency 
head  and  that,  therefore,  in  effect,  the  plan  was  not  implemented. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why  was  it  rescinded? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Again,  as  I  imderstand  it,  because  of  Director 
Hoover's  objection  to  a  number  of  parts  of  the  plan. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Mitchell  opposed  this  plan,  the 
Attorney  General  ? 

Mr.  Saldeman.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  knew  that  he  did  or  that  he 
did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  he  has  testified  here  before  this  committee  that  he 
was  not  in  on  the  original  planning  of  the  plan  but  when  he  first 
learned  about  it,  I  think  he  says  to  Mr.  DeLoach  of  the  FBI,  that  he 
went  to  see  you  and  the  President  and  strongly  opposed  it  and  then 
the  plan  was  not  implemented.  He  assumed  that  it  was  partly  on  the 
basis  of  his  objection.  Do  you  recall  that  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  do  not;  but  that  is  not  necessarily — I  certainly 
would  not  deny  that.  If  Mr.  Mitchell  does  feel  that  is  the  case,  I  do  not 
recall — I  do  recall  the  plan  not  being  put  into  effect.  I  recall  con- 
siderable discussion  back  and  forth  as  to  whether  it  would  be  or  not, 
and  the  ultimate  decision  first,  to  approve  and  then  to  rescind. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  become  aware  of  an  in-house  White  House  effort 
for  that  special  investigative  unit  after  the  Huston  plan  was 
rescinded  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Well,  the  step  following  the  rescission  of  the  Huston 
plan  as  it  is  now  called,  was  the  formulation  of  an  intelligence  evalua- 
tioq,  committee  that  was  another  interagency  and  interdepartmental 
group.  It  was  not  an  in-house  White  House  group,  although  there  was 
a  White  House  representative,  I  believe  Mr.  Dean,  on  that  intelligence 
evaluation  committee  and  its  purpose  was — one  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Huston  plan,  coordination  between  the  various  intelligence  agencies 
and  an  attempt  to  share  and  evaluate  intelligence. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  who  was  supervising  this? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  am  not  sure.  It  was  set  up — it  was  not  an  in-house 
White  House  unit,  as  I  said,  it  was  an  interagency  unit.  I  believe  John 
Dean  was  the  White  House  representative  on  it  and  I  am  not  sure 
how  it  was  structured. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  true  that  it  was  Mr.  John  Dean's  role  to  be 
liaison  for  the  White  House  on  intelligence  programs  like  this? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes;  it  would  be. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  there  come  a  time  when  there  was  an  in-house 
Wliite  House  special  investigative  unit? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  You  are  leading— the  question  relates,  I  assume, 
to  this  special  investigations  imit  tliiit  was  sot  up  in  1971. 
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9.7,.  V.     H.i?,    nALDEMAN  MEMORANDUM.   JULY  24.    1970 


TOP  SECRET 


July  14,   1970 


MEMORANDUIvl  FOR 


lAK.  HUSTON 


SUBJECT: 


Domestic  Ir.tollicience  Re\-ic\v 


The  xecoinmendatioiis  you  have  proposed  aa  a  result  cf  the  revicT/ 
have  Decn  approved  by  the  Prccidcnt.  ■  ■ 

Kg  does  not,   ho-.vcvcr,  want  to  follow  the  proccdu're    yoa  outlined 
on  page  4  Oi  youi*  meinovanduin  regarding  iir;plc3nentation.     lis 
would  prefer  tliat  tlio  thin^;  simply  be  put  into  motion  on  the 

baois  oX  this  approval.  •    ' 

*  ^  •     •    •  A  " 

- .    -  •  ,      i 

The  formal  ofacial  memorandum  should,   of  coxi.rcc,  bo  prepared 
and  that  should  be  the  device  by  which  to  carry  it  out. 

I  realise  this  is  contrary  to  your  icolinr;  as  tQ  the  best  way  to  get 
this  done.     If  you  feci  very  strongly  that  this  proeeduvv^  won't  v/orl' 
you  had  better  let  xi-aC  know  and  v/e'll  take  anoiher  stab  at  it, 
Cth2rwi3e  let's  go  ahe-d. 


H.  R.   Hr'^J'DMMAM 
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9.Z.^     H.R.    PALPFMAN  TESTIMONY.   JULY  .^g.    1972.    7  SSC  2874 

2874 

was  involved.  Through  the  period  of  March  and  April  of  1973, 1  have 
(^uite  detailed  notes  regarding  Dean  conservations  because  at  that 
time  he  was  giving  me  information  for  the  President. 

SECUKITT  PROBLEMS 

Turning  to  the  question  of  security  problems,  it  has  been  alleged  that 
there  was  an  atmosphere  of  fear  at  the  White  House  regarding  security 
matters.  I  can  state  categorically  that  there  was  no  climate  of  fear  at  all. 
There  was,  however,  a  healthy  and  valid  concern  for  a  number  of  mat- 
ters in  the  general  area  of  national  security  and  for  a  number  of  other 
matters  in  the  general  area  of  domestic  security.  This  was  a  rational 
concern,  and  it  was  of  sufficient  import  to  require  that  considerable 
thought  be  given  to  steps  to  combat  the  actual  problems  and  potential 
dangers  that  existed. 

With  regard  to  leaks  of  information,  especially  in  the  national  secu- 
rity area,  it  became  evident  in  1969  that  leaks  of  secret  information  were 
taking  place  that  seriously  jeopardized  a  number  of  highly  sensitive 
foreign  policy  initiatives  that  had  been  imdertaken  by  the  administra- 
tion, including  the  ending  of  the  war  in  Vietnam,  the  Middle  East 
crisis,  nuclear  arms  limitation,  and  the  establishment  of  new  relation- 
ships among  the  great  powers.  These  initiatives  were  closely  inter- 
related ;  leaks  about  any  one  of  them  could  seriously  endanger  all  of 
them ;  and  such  leaks  were  taking  place. 

In  order  to  deal  with  these  Teaks,  a  program  of  wiretaps  was  in- 
stituted in  1969  and  continued  into  early  1971.  The  President  has  stated 
that  each  of  these  taps  was  undertaken  in  accordance  with  procedures 
that  were  legal  at  the  time  and  in  accord  with  longstanding  practice 
in  this  area.  This  program  was  authorized  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  the  wiretaps  were  determined  by  coordination  be- 
tween the  Director  of  the  FBI,  the  President's  Assistant  for  National 
Security  Affairs,  and  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

In  1970  the  domestic  security  problem  reached  critical  proportions 
as  a  wave  of  bombings  and  explosions,  rioting  and  violence,  demon- 
strations, arson,  gun  battles,  and  other  disruptive  activities  took  place 
across  the  country — on  college  campuses  primarily — but  also  in  other 

^^^^  areas. 

In  order  to  deal  with  this  problem,  the  President  set  up  an  inter- 
agency committee  consisting  of  the  Directors  of  the  FBI,  the  CIA,  the 
Defense  Intelligence  Agency  and  the  National  Security  Agency.  This 
committee  was  instructed  to  prepare  recommendations  for  the  Presi- 
dent— which  they  did.  The  report  they  submitted  included  specific 
options  for  expanded  intelligence  operations  and  Mr.  Huston,  the 
White  House  staff  man  for  this  project,  was  notified  by  a  memorandum 

^^^  from  me  of  the  approval  of  the  President. 

"'■^'"  As  has  been  reported,  Director  Hoover  expressed  opposition  to  parts 
of  this  program  and  as  a  result,  the  agencies  were  subsequently  notified 
that  the  approval  had  been  rescinded.  This  approval  was  vnthdrawn 
before  the  plan  was  implemented  so  the  net  result  was  that  it  never 
went  into  effect. 

Instead  of  this  program,  an  Intelligence  Evaluation  Committee  was 
created  in  December  of  1970  that  included  representatives  of  the  White 
House,  CIA,  FBI,  NSA,  and  the  Departments  of  Justice,  Treasury, 
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23.4     SUMARY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY^ 
MAY  21,    1973,    SENATE  ARMED  SERVICES  COM- 
MITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    139-42 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  May  21,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony 
stated  that  in  mid- July,  1970,  he  received  a  reply  memorandum  from  Mr. 
Haldeman,  stating  that  the  President  had  approved  Huston's  recommenda- 
tions on  lifting  restraints  that  had  been  submitted  to  the  President  and 
that  those  recommendations  were  to  be  implemented.   The  recommendations 
were  not,  however,  to  be  implemented  in  the  manner  suggested  by  Mr. 
Huston,  which  would  have  involved  a  reconvening  of  the  directors  of  the 
intelligence  services.   Huston  identified  Haldeman *s  memorandum,  dated 
July  14,  1970,  entitled  "Domestic  Intelligence  Review." 

Haldeman' s  memorandum  instructed  Huston  to  prepare  a  decision 
memorandum  to  be  sent  out  to  the  intelligence  services.   That  decision 
memorandum  was  dated  July  23,  1970  and  sent  to  the  four  intelligence 
agencies . 
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23.5     SUMMARY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY^ 
JULY  9,    197 S,    HOUSE  ARMED  SERVICES  COM- 


MITTEE^    1289-90 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  July  9,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony  stated 
that  he  was  directed  by  Mr.  Haldeman  to  send  a  decision  memorandum  to  the 
intelligence  services  indicating  that  the  President  had  approved  Huston's 
recommendations  for  lifting  restraints  on  intelligence  gathering  methods. 
Huston  further  testified  that  he  submitted  the  decision  memorandum  to 
Haldeman  for  his  consideration  prior  to  distribution  of  it  to  the  directors 
of  the  intelligence  services.   The  memorandum  called  to  the  attention  of 
the  intelligence  services  that  the  President  himself  had  approved  the 
options  to  lift  restraints  on  intelligence  gathering  methods. 
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2S.6     PRESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMENT,   MAY  22,    1972,    9  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS 
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PKESIOENriAl    DOCUMENrS:    RICHABO    HIXO.S,    1773 


Kunzig,  who  Ls  now  an  associate  judge  of  the  U.S.  Court 
of  Claims. 

Mr.  Sampson  has  been  Act'inj  Administrator  of  Gen- 
eral Scnices  since  June  2,  1972.  He  joined  the  General 
■Services  Adminbtration  in  1969  as  Commissioner  of  the 
Federal  Supply  Service.  From  1970  to  1972  he  was  Com- 
nr'.tisioner  of  the  Public  Buildings  Ser\-ice  in  GSA  and  the 
ri-st  D'^puty  Administrator  of  GS.A  for  Sp-^cLil  Projects. 

Pie  came  to  the  General  Services  Administration  after 
6  years  in  Pennsylvania  State  government,  where  he  w.ts 
secretary  of  administration  and  budget  secretary  under 
Gov.  Raymond  P.  Shafer,  and  deputy  secretary  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  VV.  Scranton.  Prior  to  entering  government 
service,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  bom  on  October  8,  1926,  in  Warrrn, 
R.I.  He  received  his  B.S.  degree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  1951  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

Active  in  several  professional  organizations,  Mr.  Samp- 
son was  presented  the  Syner^  III  Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  adva.ncement  of  architecture  by 
the  Society  of  American  Registered  Architects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  was  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary- 
member  of  the  American  Institute  of  Architects. 

He  and  his  wife,  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

NOTE:  For  the  Pr«Jdenl*s  statement  upon  announcing  his  intention 
to  nominate  Mr.  Samp&on,  see  the  preceding  Iteai. 


I  The  Watergate  Investigation 

I  Statements  by  the  Presidgnt.     May  22, 1973 

Recent  ne^vs  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  the 
^Vatergate  investigations  have  given  grossly  misleading 
impressions  of  many  of  the  facts,  as  they  relate  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  unrelated  activities  involving  na- 
tional security. 

Already,  on  the  basis  of  second-  and  third-hand  hearsay 
testimony  by  persons  either  convicted  or  themselves  under 
investigation  in  the  case,  I  have  found  myself  accused  of 
involvement  in  activities  I  never  heard  of  until  I  read 
about  them  in  news  accounts. 

These  impressions  could  also  lead  to  a  serious  misunder- 
standing of  those  national  security  activities  which,  though 
totally  unrelated  to  Watergate,  have  become  entangled  in 
the  case.  They  could  lead  to  further  compromise  of  sensi- 
tive national  security  information. 
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I  v/iU  not  abandon  rny  responsibilities.  I  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  W.TS  elected  to  do. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  as  I  know  them  as  they  relate  to  my  own  role. 

With  regard  to  the  specific  allegations  that  have  beeft 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically: 

1.  I.  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  ;n,  nor  was  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
efforts  that  may  have  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  oficr  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  oflcr. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  invcsli<^- 
tion,  of  any  effort  to  provide  the  Watei-gatc  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to-  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CIA  ia  the  Watergate, 
matter. 

6.  It  was  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  investi<'ation 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
EUsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Byme. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  have  speciScalJy  stated  that  executive 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing possible  criminal  conduct  or  discussions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  iUegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  \Vatcrgate  affair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  President 
is  required  nt  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  has  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  are  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operations  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  \Vatergatc  have  become 
entangled  in  the  case. 

As  a  result,  some  national  security  information  has 
already  been  made  public  through  court  orders,  through 
the  subpoenaing  of  documents,  and  through  testimony 
witnesses  have  given  in  judicial  and  Conoressior.al  pro- 
ceedings. Other  sensitive  documents  arc  now  threatened 
with  disclosure.  Continued  silence  about  those  operatioa? 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  would 
also  serve  to  perpetuate  a  gro.^sly  distorted  \iew — which 
recent  parti.il  disrlosurcs  have  given — of  the  nature  aj-.d 
purpc'.se  of  those  operations. 


Votum«    9 Nomb**-  71 
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?,?;-SiO=NIIil   DOCUMfNi;-    "!1CHiJ0   NIXON,     1 '■73 


The  purpose  of  this  statement  is  thrrefoid: 

— First,  to  set  forth  the  facts  about  my  own  relationship 
to  the  Watergate  matter; 

— Second,  to  place  in  some  perspective  some  of  the  more 
sensational — and  inaccurate — of  the  charges  that  have 
filled  the  headlines  in  recent  days,  and  alio  some  of  the 
matteni  that  are  currently  being  discussed  in  Senate  testi- 
mony and  elsewhere; 

— Third,  to  draw  the  distinction  between  national  secu- 
rity operations  and  the  AVatergate  case.  To  put  the  other 
matters  in  perspective,  it  -ivill  be  necessary  to  describe  the 
national  security  operations  first. 

In  citing  these  national  security  matters,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  place  a  national  security  "cover"  on  Water- 
gate, but  rather  to  separate  them  out  from  Watergate — 
?nd  at  the  same  time  to  explain  the  context  in  which  cer- 
tain actions  took  place  that  were  later  misconstrued  or 
misused. 

Long  before  the  Watergate  break-in,  three  important 
national  security  operations  took  place  which  have  subse- 
quently become  entangled  in  the  Watergate  case. 

— ^The  first  operation,  begun  in  1 969,  was  a  program  of 
wiretaps.  All  were  legal,  under  the  authorities  then  exist- 
ing. They  were  undertaken  to  find  and  stop  serious 
national  security  leaks, 

— The  second  operation  was  a  reassessment,  which  I 
ordered  in  1970,  of  the  adequacy  of  internal  security 
measures.  TTiis  resulted  in  a  plan  and  a  directive  to 
strengthen  our  intelligence  operations.  They  were  pro- 
tested by  Mr.  Hoover,  and  as  a  result  of  his  protest  they 
were  not  put  into  effect. 

— ^The  third  operation  was  the  establishment,  in  1971, 
of  a  Special  Investigations  Unit  in  the  White  House.  Its 
primary  mission  was  to  plug  leaks  of  vital  security  infor- 
mation. I  also  dir.-cted  this  group  to  prepare  an  accurate 
history  of  certain  crucial  national  security  matters  which 
occurred  under  prior  administrations,  on  which  the  Gov- 
ernment's records  were  incomplete. 

Here  is  the  background  of  these  three  security  opera- 
tions initiated  in  my  Administration. 

1969  Wiretaps 

By  mid-1969,  my  .^dmini5t^ation  had  begun  a  number 
of  hjghly  sensitive  foreign  policy  initiatives.  They  were 
aimed  at  ending  the  war  in  Vietnam,  achieving  a  settle- 
ment in  the  Middle  East,  limiting  nuclear  arms,  and  estab- 
lishing new  relationships  among  the  great  powers.  These 
involved  highly  secret  diplomacy.  They  v/ere  closely  inter- 
related. Leaks  of  secret  information  about  any  one  could 
endanger  all. 

Exactly  that  happened.  News  accounts  appeared  in 
1969,  which  were  obviously  b^jsed  on  leaks — some  of  them 
ixttnsive  and  detailed — by  people  having  access  to  the 
mo-'t  highly  classified  security  materials. 

Tliere  was  no  way  to  cr.i-ry  fonvard  these  diplomatic 


initiadves  unless  further  leaks  could  be  prevented.  This 
req'.dred  finding  the  source  of  the  leaks. 

In  order  to  do  tfiis,  a  special  program  of  wiretaps  was 
insdTJted  in  mid-1969  and  terminated  in  February  1971. 
Fewer  than  20  taps,  of  varying  duration,  were  involved. 
Thev  produced  Important  leads  that  made  it  pa'^ihle  to 
trjh:e:p.  the  security  of  highly  scniitive  material.  I  author- 
ized iis  entire  program.  Each  individual  tap  was  under- 
taken in  accordance  with  procedures  legal  at  the  time  and 
in  accord  with  longstanding  precedent. 

Tee  penons  who  were  subject  to  these  wiretaps  were 
deteranined  through  coordination  among  the  Director  of 
the  FBI,  my  .Assistant  for  National  Security  Affairs,  and 
the  .\ttomey  General.  Those  vriretapped  were  selected  on 
the  taas  of  access  to  the  information  leaked,  material  in 
securrty  SJes,  and  evidence  that  developed  as  the  inquiry 
proceeded. 

Iriformation  thus  obtained  was  made  available  to  senior 
officials  responsible  for  national  security  matters  in  order 
to  curtail  further  leaks. 

The  1970  Intelligence  Plam 

In  the  spring  and  summer  of  1970,  anothtr  secuniy 
problem  reached  critical  proportions.  In  March  a  wave 
of  bombings  and  explosions  struck  college  campuses  and 
cities.  There  were  400  bomb  threats  in  one  24-hour  period 
in  New  York  City.  Rioting  and  violence  on  college  cam" 
puses  reached  a  new  peak  after  the  Cambodian  operation 
and  the  tragedies  at  Kent  State  and  Jackson  State.  The 
1969-70  school  year  brought  nearly  1,800  campus  dem- 
onstririons  asid  nearly  250  cases  of  arson  on  campus.  Many 
coDeres  closed.  Gun  battles  between  guerrilla-style  groups 
and  police  were  taking  place.  Some  of  the  disruptive  ac- 
ti\ities  ^vere  receiving  foreign  support. 

Complicating  the  task  of  maintaining  security  was  the 
fact  that,  in  1966,  certain  types  of  undercover  FBI  oper- 
ations that  had  been  conducted  for  many  years  had  been 
suipe::ded.  This  also  had  substantially  impaired  our  abil- 
ity to  collect  foreign  intelligence  information.  .\t  the  same 
time,  "he  relationships  between  the  FBI  and  other  intelli- 
gence agencies  had  been  deteriorating.  By  May  1970,  FBI 
Director  Hoover  shut  off  his  agency's  liaison  wth  the  CIA 
altogether. 

Or:  June  5,  1970,  I  met  with  the  Director  of  the  FBI 
(Mr.  Hoover),  the  Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  fMr.  Richard  Hehns),  the  Director  of  the  De- 
fense Intelligence  Agency  (Gen.  Donald  V.  Bennett) .  and 
the  Director  of  the  National  Security  .Agency  (.Adm.  Noel 
Gayler).  W'c  discussed  the  urgent  need  for  better  intelli- 
gence operations.  I  appointed  Director  Hoover  as 
chaL'tT'.an  of  a.T  interagency  committee  to  prepare  recom- 
m?nc^^Ions.  . 

Or.  June  25,  the  committee  submitted  a  report  which 
incluied  specific  options  for  expanded  intelligence  ope: 
aiioni.  and  on  July  23  the  agencies  were  notified  by 
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ranaam  of  the  options  approved.  Alter  recon^ider- 
atioi''.,  !iovvever,  prompted  by  the  opposition  of  Director 
Hoover,  the  agencies  were  notified  5  days  later,  on  July  28, 
that  the  appro%'al  had  been  rescinded.  The  options  inidally 
approved  had  included  resumption  of  certain  intelligence 
operations  which  had  been  suspended  in  1956.  TViese  in 
tarn  had  included  authorization  for  surreptitious  entry — 
breaking  and  entering,  in  effect — on  specified  categories 
of  targets  in  specified  situations  related  to  national 
security. 

Eccatise  the  approval  was  withdrawn  before  it  had 
been  implemented,  the  net  result  was  that  the  plan  for 
expanded  intelligence  activities  never  went  into  effect. 

The  documents  spellin?  out  this  1970  plan  are  ex- 
tremely sensitive.  They  include — and  are  based  upon — 
assessments  of  certain  foreign  intelligence  capabilities  and 
procedures,  which  of  coune  must  remain  secret.  It  was 
this  unused  plan  and  related  docum.ents  that  John  Dean 
removed  from  the  White  House  and  placed  in  a  safe 
deposit  box,  givmg  the  keys  to  Judge  Sirica.  The  same 
plan,  still  unused,  is  being  headlined  today. 

Coordination  among  our  intelligence  agencies  con- 
tinued to  fall  short  of  our  national  security  needs.  In 
July  IS 70,  having  earlier  discontinued  the  FBI's  liaison 
with  the  CI.A,  Director  Hoover  ended  the  FBI's  normal 
liaison  with  all  other  agencies  except  the  White  House. 
To  help  remedy  this,  an  intelligence  Evaluation  Com- 
mittee was  created  in  December  1970.  Its  members  in- 
cluded representati\-es  of  the  White  House,  CIA,  FBI, 
NS-\,  the  Departments  of  Justice,  Treasury,  and  Defense, 
and  the  .Secret  Ser\'ice. 

The  Intelligence  Evaluation  Committee  and  its  staff 
were  instructed  to  improve  coordination  among  the  in- 
telligence community  and  to  prepare  evaluations  and  csti- 
rr.ajes  of  dorrestic  intelligence.  I  understand  that  its 
acti\'it:<:5  arc  now  under  investigation.  I  did  not  authorize 
nor  •-'.o  I  have  any  knowledge  of  any  illi-gal  activity  by 
thLi  Committee.  If  it  went  beyond  Its  charter  and  did  en- 
gage in  any  illegal  activities,  it  was  totally  without  my 
knowledge  or  authority. 

The  Specul  Investigations  Unit 

On  Sunday,  June  13,  197!,  The  New  York  Tim.es  pub- 
lished the  first  instalLment  of  what  came  to  be  kriown  as 
■'The  Pentagon  Papers."  Not  until  a  few  hours  before 
publication  did  any  responsible  Government  ofRcial  know 
that  they  had  been  stolen.  Most  oip.cials  did  not  know  they 
existed.  No  senior  official  of  the  Govem.mcnt  had  read 
them  or  knew  with  ceitainty  what  tliey  contained. 

.\li  th;  Government  knew,  at  first,  was  that  the  papers 
comprist:d  47  volumes  and  some  7,000  pages,  which  Ii.id 
b-en  tak;n  from  the  most  sensitive  files  of  the  Departments 
of  St.-.te  and  Defense  and  the  CI.'\,  covering  militar)-  and 
diplcmatic  moves  in  a  war  that  was  still  going  on. 


Moreover,  a  nuijority  of  the  documents  published  with 
the  first  three  installments  i.".  The  Times  had  not  been 
included  in  the  47-voIume  study — raising  serious  ques- 
tions about  what  and  how  much  else  might  fiave  been 
taken. 

lliere  was  even/  reason  to  bc-ievc  this  was  a  security 
leak  of  unprecedented  proportions. 

It  created  a  situation  in  which  t'ne  ability  of  tfie  Gov- 
ernment to  carry  on  foreign  relations  even  in  the  best  of 
circumstances  could  have  been  severely  compromised. 
Other  governments  no  longer  knew  whether  they  could 
deal  with  the  United  States  in  confidence.  Ag?init  the 
background  of  the  delicate  negotiations  the  United  States 
was  then  involved  in  on  a  number  of  fronts — with  regard 
to  Vietnam,  China,  the  Middle  East,  nuclear  arms  limi- 
tations, U.S.-Soviet  relations,  and  others — in  which  the 
utmost  degree  of  confidentiality  was  vital,  it  posed  a  threat 
so  grave  as  to  require  extraordinary  actions. 

Therefore  during  the  week  following  the  Pentagon 
Papers  publication,  I  approved  the  creation  of  a  Special 
Investigations  Unit  within  the  White  House — wfuch  later 
came  to  be  known  as  the  "plumbers."  This  was  a  small 
group  at  the  White  House  whose  principal  purpose  was 
to  stop  security  leaks  and  to  investigate  othrr  sensitive 
security  matters.  I  looked  to  John  Ehrlichmaa  for  the 
supervision  of  this  group. 

Egil  Krogh,  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  assistant,  was  put  in 
charge.  David  Young  was  added  to  this  unit,  as  were 
E.  Howard  Hunt  and  G.  Gordon  Liddy. 

The  unit  operated  imder  extremely  tight  security  rules. 
Its  existence  and  functions  were  kno^vn  only  to  a  very  few 
persons  at  the  White  House.  These  included  Messis. 
Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  and  Dean. 

At  about  the  time  the  unit  was  created,  Daniel  Ells- 
berg  was  identified  as  the  person  who  had  given  the  Penta- 
gon Papers  to  The  New  York  Times.  I  told  Mr.  Krogh 
that  as  a  matter  of  first  priority,  the  unit  should  find  out 
all  it  could  about  Mr.  EUsberg's  associates  and  his  motives. 
Because  of  the  extreme  gravity  of  the  situation,  and  not 
then  knowing  what  additional  national  secrets  Mr,  Ells- 
berg  might  disclose,  I  did  impress  upon  Mr.  Krogh  the 
vital  importance  to  the  national  security  of  his  assign- 
ment. I  did  not  authorize  and  had  no  knowledge  of  any 
illegal  means  to  be  used  to  achieve  this  goal. 

However,  because  of  the  em.phasis  I  put  on  the  crucial 
importance  of  protecting  the  national  security,  I  can 
understand  how  highly  motivated  individuals  could  have 
felt  justified  in  engaging  in  specific  activities  that  I  wotJd 
have  disapproved  had  they  been  brought  to  my  attention. 

Consequently,  as  Pn-sident,  I  mu.^t  and  do  a.ssumc  re- 
sponsibility for  such  actions  despite  the  fact  that  I  at  no 
time  approved  or  had  knowledge  of  them. 

I  also  assigned  the  imit  a  number  of  other  investigator^' 
matters,  dealing  in  part  with  compiling  an  acctirut;  rec- 
ord of  events  related  to  the  Vietnam  war,  on  ■which  the 
Government's  records  were  inadequate  (many  previous 
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MEMORANDUM  FOR: 


SUBJECT: 


RICHARD  HELMS,  DIRECTOR 

CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE  AGENCY 

DOMESTIC  INTELLIGENCE 


The  President  has  carefully  studied  the  Special  Report 
of  the  Interagency  Committee  on  Intelligence  (Ad  Hoc)  and  made 
the  following  decisions: 

1.  Interpretive  Restraint  on  Communications  Intelligence. 
National  Security  Council  Intelligence  Directive  Number  6  (NSCID-5) 
is  to  be  interpreted  to  permit  NSA  to  program  for  coverage  the 
communications  of  U.S.  citizens  using  international  facilities. 

2.  Electronic  Surveillances  and  Penetrations.   The 
intelligence  community  is  directed  to  intensify  coverage  of  individuals 
and  groups  in  the  United  States  who  pose  a  major  threat  to  the 
internal  security.   Also,  coverage  of  foreign  nationals  and 
diplomatic  establishments  in  the  United  States  of  interest  to  the 
intelligence  community  is  to  be  intensified. 

3.  Mail  Coverage.   Restrictions  on  legal  coverage  are  to 
be  removed.   Restrictions  on  covert  coverage  are  to  be  relaxed  to 
permit  use  of  this  technique  on  selected  targets  of  priority  foreign 
intelligence  and  internal  security  interest. 

A.   Surreptitious  Entry.   Restraints  on  the  use  of  surreptitious 
entry  are  to  be  removed.   The  technique  is  to  be  used  to  permit 
procurement  of  vitally  needed  foreign  crytographic  material  and 
against  other  urgent  and  high  priority  internal  security  targets. 
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5.  Development  of  Campus  Sources.   Coverage  of  violence- 
prone  campus  and  student-related  groups  is  to  be  increased.   All 
restraints  which  limit  this  coverage  are  to  be  removed.   Also,  CIA 
coverage  of  American  students  (and  others)  traveling  or  living 
abroad  is  to  be  increased. 

6.  Use  of  Military  Undercover  Agents.   Present 
restrictions  are  to  be  retained. 

7.  Budget  and  Manpower.   Each  agency  is  to  submit  a  detailed 
estimate  as  to  projected  manpower  needs  and  other  costs  required  to 
implement  the  above  decisions. 

8.  Domestic  Intelligence  Operations.   A  committee 
consisting  of  the  Directors  or  other  appropriate  representatives 
appointed  by  the  Directors,  of  the  FBI,  CIA,  NSA,  DIA,  and  the 
military  counter-intelligence  agencies  is  to  be  constituted  effective 
August  1,  1970,  to  provide  evaluations  of  domestic  intelligence, 
prepare  periodic  domestic  intelligence  estimates,  carry  out  the 
other  objectives  specified  in  the  report,  and  perform  such  other 
duties  as   the  President  shall,  from  time  to  time,  assign.   The 
Director  of  the  FBI  shall  serve  as  chairman  of  the  committee. 
Further  details  on  the  organization  and  operations  of  this  committee 
are  set  forth  in  an  attached  memorandum. 

The  President  has  directed  that  each  addressee  submit 
a  detailed  report,  due  on  September  1,  1970,  or  the  steps  taken 
to  implement  these  decisions.   Further  such  periodic  reports  will 
be  requested  as  circumstances  merit. 

The  President  is  aware  that  procedural  problems  may 
arise  in  the  course  of  implementing  these  decisions.   However,  he  is 
anxious  that  such  problems  be  resolved  with  maximum  speed  and 
minimum  misunderstanding.   Any  difficulties  which  may  arise  should 
be  brought  to  my  immediate  attention  in  order  that  an  appropriate 
solution  may  be  found  and  the  President's  directives  implemented  in 
a  manner  consistent  with  his  objectives. 


TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON 


Attachment 
cc:   The  President 
H.R.  Haldeman 
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ORGANIZATION  AND  OPERATIONS  OF  THE  INTERAGENCY: 
GROUP  ON  DOMESTIC  INTELLIGENCE  AND 
INTERNAL  SECURITY  (lAG) 


1.  Membership.   The  membership  shall  consist  of 
representatives  of  the  FBI,  CIA,  DIA,  NSA,  and  the  counter- 
intelligence agencies  of  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force.   To  Insure  the  high  level  consideration  of  issues  and 
problems  which  the  President  expects  to  be  before  the  group,  the 
Directors  of  the  respective  agencies  should  serve  personally. 
However,  if  necessary  and  appropriate,  the  Director  of  a  member 
agency  may  designate  another  individual  to  serve  in  his  place. 

2.  Chairman.   The  Director  of  the  FBI  shall  serve  as 
chairman.   He  may  designate  another  individual  from  his  agency  to 
serve  as  the  FBI  representative  on  the  group. 

3.  Observers.   The  purpose  of  the  group  is  to  effectuate 
community-wide  coordination  and  secure  the  benefits  of  community- 
wide  analysis  and  estimating.   When  problems  arise  which  involve 
areas  of  interest  to  agencies  or  departments  not  members  of  the 

group,  they  shall  be  invited,  at  the  discretion  of  the  group,  to  join  the 
group  as  observers  and  participants  in  those  discussions  of  interest 
to  them.   Such  agencies  and  departments  include  the  Departments  of 
State  (I  &  R,  Passport);  Treasury  (IRS,  Customs);  Justice  (BNDD, 
Community  Relations  Service),  and  such  other  agencies  which  may  have 
investigative  or  law  enforcement  responsibilities  touching  on 
domestic  intelligence  or  internal  security  matters. 

4.  White  House  Liaison.   The  President  has  assigned  to  Tom 
Charles  Huston  staff  responsibility  for  domestic  intelligence  and 
internal  security  affairs.   He  will   participate  in  all  activities  of  the 
group  as  the  personal  representative  of  the  President. 

5.  Staffing.   The  group  will  establish  such  sub-committees 
or  working  groups  as  it  deems  appropriate.   It  will  also  determine  and 
implement  such  staffing  requirements  as  it  may  deem  necessary  to 
enable  it  to  carry  out  its  responsibilities,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  President. 
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6.  Duties.   The  group  will  have  the  following  duties: 

(a)  Define  the  specific  requirements  of  member  agencies 
of  the  Intelligence  community. 

(b)  Effect  close,  direct  coordination  between  member  agencies. 

(c)  Provide   regular  evaluations  of  domestic  intelligence. 

(d)  Review  policies  governing  operations  in  the  field  of 
domestic  intelligence  and  develop  recommendations. 

(e)  Prepare  periodic  domestic  intelligence  estimates  which 
incorporate  the  results  of  the  combined  efforts  of  the  intelligence 
community. 

(f)  Perform  such  other  duties  as  the  President  may  from 
time  to  time  assign. 

7.  Meetings.   The  group  shall  meet  at  the  call  of  the  Chairman 
a  member  agency,  or  the  White  House  representative. 

8.  Security.   Knowledge  of  the  existence  and  purpose  of 

the  group  shall  be  limited  on  a  strict  "need  to  know"  basis.   Operations 
of,  and  papers  originating  with,  the  group  shall  be  classified  "Top 
Secret-Handle  Via  Comint  Channels  Only." 

9.  Other  Procedures.   The  group  shall  establish  such 

other  procedures  as  it  believes  appropriate  to  the  implementation  of  the 
duties  set  forth  above. 
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DV 


1.  V     :       '  .:,■  ■:•.;■. 


RICHARD  Hi--    .\':S.      VLRECTOH 
SUB  J-    ;T:  DCMZSTIG  irs'TZLLIGZN'CZ 


Th'i  Pre-ident  has  carefully  studied  the  Special  Report 
o'  th      Liter  agenc'  Cc.;irr.ittee  or.  Intolli^er.ce  (Ad  Hoc)  and  made 
the  i    Uovving  d-3ci.ion3: 

.t  '  n  Co  ".munications  Lr.telliier.:? 


Nationals       .irir/  Council  in;eilig-_.ic-:  Directive  IMumbjr  6  (N5CLD-6) 
is  to  be  int..-.-preted  to  permit  ?^.5A  to  ;    -o^ram  for  c-j-'cr  a;_;c  the 
corrurr.  •.•     rations  ol  U.S.    citize    .5  uci^ig  internal::     lal  faci'ities. 

100930 

Z.     :j--Lec-:-onic  .     ,rv--:V'Lance3  a:.d  Penecrations.     ina 
intvlligo.-ce  coiro— unit/  is  dire.'ed  to  intensify  coverage  of  individuals; 
and  ;,.  "ou     ■■  in  t'r.s  Unite  1  States  who  pose  a  major  threat  to  the 
intci-nai  sccu    it"/.      Also,    coverage  of  foreign  nationals  and 
diplo-nnatic  C3 tablishrn-jnts  in  the  United  States  oi  interest  to  the 
intelligence  conr.rr.u_-.i:-/  is  to  t  e  intcnsifi    d. 

3.  Mail  Coverage      P.estrictions  on  legal  coverage  are  to 
be  rerrLOVod.     Restrictions  on  covert  coverage  are  uO  be  rela;-:ed  "o 
permit  use   "^f  this  technique  on  selected  targets  of  priority  forci_;n 
intelligence  i-.nd  intei   .al  security-  interest. 

4.  5 u r V o o t i ^ i o u 3   5 n t r v .     P.e3tr?-int3  on.  the  use  c 
entry  are  to  "       remov     '..      The  technique  is  to  be  used  to  .  ermit 
p;     jurc-nent  of  vit;  lly  .needed   'oreign  .:ryp;ograp>J  c  materi:il  an 
a^.  d;i;-^  ochL  :  ur^en;  and  hig^    _jrio:':y  internal  3...curity  targets. 


.^  ,.  y.  .:,  :■  y  J> 
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C.c. 


■-v.-V 


■    to-     llVi.; 


-  r^T  1^    j^-.  Q 


;roo-/-?r    •\':-:^:.. 


ji^sL-r.r.  agency  is  tro  Giiomit  2.  co.c. 
er  needs  and  Ot:hc~  costs  rec   .red  t-; 


irr\,    -amen;  tr.e  .?._ov.-?  clecisior 


S.      Dorr^ 


con 


i-uec 


cono.j:i:-j  o:  :.ie  ^^irectors  or  c;n£:r  appropriate  -eprea er.ta  .iv-es 
appointed  by  th-  Directors,  o:  ;he  FBI,  CL-\,  JISA,  DLA.,  ar.d  :hi 
m'lilarv  co^n'. ,'r-ii''.telii.C;ep.ce  ^r  jncies  is  to  be  C'-  nstitutcd  eiloclWo 
August  1,  1970,  to  pro.  Ida  eval-ations  of  domesti.  intcllisence, 
propavo  periodic  ccrr.^stic  ii-i-c-'li^-.  nee  estime.tcs^  "carr-ygut  t;-.e 
ot'-.cr  objectives  spec'. led  in  the  report,  and  porforr.i  s'-ich  cthor 
duties  as  th     Presiden':  shall,    ircm  ti:  -.a  to  time,    assi;rn.      The 


Director  c£  th-i  £  3  I  sh   11  serve  r. 
J'urther  details  or.  the  organi.- 


nan  oi  tr.e  comjmitte: 


10093J. 

The  PreSiCent  has  d.-c;:c_  :hat  each  adc 
a  detail'. „  report,    due  on  September  i,    1970,    on  the  steps  taken 
to  in^nlement  these  decijicr.s.     ITurthe;"  s'ich  oariodic  reoorcs  v/ 


oe 


i ~  ec  a^  cir ■ 


is   ,i..lK.   . 


The  Pr; 


^', t. 


orocec'j.1  aj.  orooi 


ar'.-  e  iv  'jne  course  oz  imp-ei.-enumi^  unese  cecision.s-      t^iov/  -'-'e 
arr<'.T..s  thr.t  such  prc'lervis  be  r    solv-ed  v/i£h  mjL--:L'riUm  spe~2.d 
rninimum  misundersti.:  ding.      Any  diificulties  which  rr-ay  '-^"  " 

■-ticn  in  order  that  an  approprirte 


.  .i.:j  %:    .3  — 


oe  o: 


to  rr .V 


-v.diat< 


solut 


■.on  n'  ay    ,e  lou..      anci  tr^e  --re3"..-acnt'3  crectivoi.  irn.plom^ 


»-f-'  : 


a  manner  con3':.3 


;n  nis  c  e  :  ective; 


-r  /of. 4  'A-.-^, 


JLw     .-    "^  -l.-iS 


L-;  u  o  ^'^  c. 
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■V 


■;c->f'::  z^'  !.".li  .■•;.■;  o[  t;.j  .-"3",    CL'\  ,    DI-^  ,    ^;JA  ,   a;v;  Ihj  coui^cor- 
i\-.':<:   '.■^;e:icc  r_;;c.-cic3  oC  '.V.j  Dcpin-ncnt;;  oi  l":ic  A-rn./,    ^;■a.v/,    and 
Air  i'ovce.     T'.'  insure  t'i-2  high,  level  cor.3idera.Lion.  of  iosues  an  " 
pro.'lcrris  ■■.vhich  '.'.i-;  Prcsld^.it  oripuct^   to  lie  b-2fovc  th^  c;rouo,    the 
Directors  o£  .he       -spective  agsncics  should  serve  personally. 
I-'  r.vever,    if  .lece.     i_ry  and  appropriate,   t:.      Director  oi  r    r.-.crr.ber 
^.•j^Qncy  iTTi^Y  designate  another  individual  !■_   ?^^/ 2.  in.  his  pla'^: 

?.     Ch-airman.     TLiC  Director  of  the  F3I  shall  serve  -s 
chairnr.a.a.     He  r;.''-"/  des';v;nate  another  individiial  frorr.  his  agei.ry  to 
serve  as  the  FBI  ■  ..ores       ::_tive  on  t"       j;roup. 

3.     Observers.     The  p    rn     .e  of  the  group  is  to  effectuate 
CO!" .".^.ur.ity- v/ide  coo vii^iatior.  and  secu-'c  'he  :'er.eiit3  of  conii:n!'.nit/- 
V/iae  an:  lysis  arid  estimating  •     A'/'hen  proble      :  ai'ise  Vvhich.  invclve 
r.rer.s  oC  interest  to  agencies  or  ''eparr.  .en'.,  no''  rriembc     s  of  -'-.e 
^;roup,    th.py  shall  be  i.     ited,    at  tiie  discretion  of  the  grc.ip,    to  join,  the 
group  as  cbsei-.-ers  and  par ticipa;its  in.  tivoso  discussions  of  interest 
to  them.     Sa    ii  agencies  z.-'-l  departnaents  include  the  Departme:-.t3  of 
St.ite     (I  Iz  ?-.,    ?.';-.=    ore);    7rcasu~.-y  (inS,   Customs);  Justice  {3?-.'DD, 
'1- o rnir. v. nity  IleIa:_op.s  Service},    and  such  oth.'^r  agencies  v;liicii  may  have 
investirative  or  law  e;:    jrcement  rcsoonsibiiities  touchia-^  on 
dorr.estic  intelligence  or  internal  security  m^tQ^a^*)^ 

-1.     "'.Viiite  "     'US      .Liaison.     The  President  has  assigned  to  Tom. 
Claries  Huston  staf:       -sponsibility  for  domLOstic  incclli^ence  and 
internal  security  affairs.     He  \7ili  paz'ticlpatc  in  ail  activities  of  the 
group  as  thiC  personal  repz'csentative  of  the  president- 

ota-.iin'^.      j..ne  r^ruup  .viij.  cstaoiiSii  sucii  .  .•.b-coa'.ni-.ttces 
o  ;•  v/orhir.v;  groups  as  it  c-.er.-s  approp    Late.     It  v;iil  al-.:o  determine  and 
i:--.p"c;:u:at  Sii.       s^    ffiii:^  require      cnt;    .as  it  may  dee:.-',  .lecescary  to 
e:"''.ble  it  ^o  e  ^  -   "'/  '^'■'•-  '■^^   respoi"..  .^iiiit;  :  ;,    3ub_;eet  to  t::e  aooroval  oz 
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.V 


of  tl:i-  Ir  ■  olI^-o^c•     co-.      .:: 

(c)  prr^vidc  regular    jvaluations  of  domestic  ir-tslll2c:r.cc;. 

(d)  r.cyie-.".    poli_i  =  s   -  D'.-:iiT.:.-^  opera'.ions  in  thj  field  of 
dom.    -tic  intelli^er^c  c  and  do-.-cic;   reccrr^mcndatior.s , 

(e)  'P^-c-z.  re  periodiv.  dorr.i-r-; tic  intelligence  estin-.i-.tes  \vhic>. 
ir-corporale  the  res'j..   3  of  the  ccmbin-..  i  ef    rts  of  the  intelli^en.  2 
corr.rr.Mnity.  ... 

(:)     Pcrforrr.  5uch  othir  duties  a.s  the  President  ~~-y  from 

7.     >vt.;-tin-s.     The  grov.       hali  meet  at  :>.e   call  of  zha  Chair- 


'  r-    'O    '  ■>  *-o 


T  1  /■  *, 


--c_    ^,  representative. 

3.     Secur;-,-.      Kr.cv.lc  d^e  of  t'ne  e::istencc  and  purposes  of 
the  group  shall  be  iinr.i'    d  o;i  z-.  strict  ''r.-^^i  to  know"  basis.     Opera-ions 
o',   P--  d  p-.psrs  origina;i.-.2  ■-•ii'hj    t'-.e  group  shall  be  classified  "Top 
S„oret-Hanule  Via  Comint  Channels  Only.  "       100933 

9.     0:hjr  ?rc.:edures-     The  group  shall  establisia  .sua!-. 
other  orocedure.'-  as  i^  b3l"ive£   appropriate  to  the  implementation  of  th>i 
d'aties  i  et  fortii  above. 
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24.     On  or  before  July  27,  1970,  Director  Hoover  met   with  Attorney 
General  Mitchell,  informed  Mitchell  for  the  first  time  of  the  June  5, 
1970  meeting  and  the  July  23,  1970  decision  memorandum,  and  stated 
Hoover's  opposition  to  the  Plan.   Mitchell  joined  with  Hoover  in 
opposing  the  Plan. 
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24.3  Richard  Helms  memorandum  for  the  record, 
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1603 

sometime  in  1070.  Mr.  Mitchell,  were  3-011  aware  of  concern  in  the 
"WTiite  House  and.  perhaps,  in  your  own  office,  the  Department  of 
Justice,  that  the  e.xistins^  intellifjence  pro<rrams  against  internal  dis- 
sent or  demonstrations  throu<rhout  the  countrj'  were  lacking  and  that 
there  was  need  for  some  new  programs? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  "Well,  I  think,  Mr.  Dash.  I  would  put  that  on  the 
basis  that  there  was  lack  of  adequate  intelligence.  That  probably 
more  importantly  so  there  was  failure  of  coordination  among  the 
intelligence-gathering  agencies  to  the  point  where  problems  were 
existing  in  the  country,  that  there  was  a  general  feeling  that  we  did 
not  have,  the  Government  did  not  have,  adequate  intelligence  to  antici- 
pate the  activities  that  were  being  carried  out  at  that  particular  time. 

Mr.  D.vSH.  After  the  Safe  Streets  Act  of  1968,  Mr.  iLitchell,  you  did 
receive  as  Attorney  General  some  powers  involving  electronic  sur- 
veillance, did  you  not? 

ilr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  AVas  it  your  position,  publicly  taken,  that,  with  regard  to 
internal  dissent,  you  had  the  power  to  authorize  electronic  surveillance 
without  court  approval  ? 

jMr.  MiTCHEix.  Well,  when  you  say  internal  dissent,  that  is  not  a 
sufficiently  descriptive  term.  In  addition  to  that,  as  you  know,  the  Safe 
Streets  Act  did  not  change  measurably  the  activities  that  had  been 
carried  out  in  connection  with  electronic  surveillance  in  prior  admin- 
istrations. 

Mr.  Dash.  "What  term  would  you  use,  "internal  security"  as  a  better 
word? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Internal  security  would,  I  think,  be  a  better  general 
term  to  describe  it. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Right.  And  it  was  your  position,  was  it  not,  that  you 
did  have  the  authority  under  the  act,  whether  it  was  prior  practice  or 
not,  to  authorize  electronic  surveillance  without  first  having  to  go  to  a 
court  for  approval  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  would  believe,  Mr.  Dash,  a  better  way  to  put  it  was 
that  we  continued  the  practice  that  was  then  in  effect  concerning  the 
use  of  electronic  surveillance  in  connection  with  internal  security. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware,  Mr.  Mitchell,  of  the  so-called  Huston 
plan,  which  we  have  received  as  part  of  the  testimony  of  this  com- 
mittee, for  an  interagency  intelligence  program  which  would  improve 
somewhat  the  intelligence  gathering  in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  there  was  a  matter  of  time  in  connection  with  it. 
I  was  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  heads  of  the  various  agencies  were 
meetinjT  on  the  subject  matter.  It  came  to  my  attention,  was  brought  to 
my  attention  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 
To  the  best  of  my  recollection  I  met  with  Mr.  DeLoach  and  I  met  with 
Mr.  Hoover.  We  discussed  the  so-called  Huston  plan  which  is  the  term 
that  you  have  been  using.  The  document  that  we  discussed  very  briefly, 
I  didn't  get  into  many  of  the  details  of  it,  it  was  more  an  oral  dis- 
cussion of  it,  at  that  stage  had  ^Ir.  Hoover's  dissent  to  the  provisions 
of  it.  I  was  of  the  opinion,  I  needed  very  little  convincing  by  Mr.  De- 
Loach  and  Islr.  Hoover  that  this  was  not  the  proper  approach  to  the 
problems  that  existed  at  the  time,  and  I  joined  ifr.  Hoover  in  opposing 
its  implementation. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aveare,  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  the  plan  did  pro\-ide 
for  removing  certain  restrictions  against  illegal  break-ins  and  elec- 
tronic surveillance  ? 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  Oh,  yes,  these  items  were  discussed  in  conversations 
that  I  had  with  Mr.  DeLoach  and  Mr.  Hoover. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  when  you  first  became  aware  of  the  plan  ? 
Mr.  Mitchell.  I  can't  put  the  date  on  it.  I  shouldn't  trj-  because  I 
don't  recall. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  the  plan  ever  in  your  possession  or  did 
you  peruse  the  plan  ? 

^Ir.  Mitchell.  I  had,  as  I  recall,  the  plan  in  my  possession  during 
the  period  that  the  Director  of — the  Associate  Director  of  the  FBI  was 
discussing  it  with  me.  As  I  am  sure  you  are  aware,  Mr.  Dash,  this  mat- 
ter was  handled  and  considered  aside  and  apart  from  the  Attorney 
General.  It  was  considered  in  the  committee  that  involved  the  heads 
of  the  intelligence  gathering  community. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  know  who  in  the  White  House  were  back- 
ing the  plan? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Xo,  I  can't  say  who  was  backing  it  and  who  was  op- 
posed to  it  but  obviously  Mr.  Huston  was  apparently  backing  it  be- 
cause he  was  the  author  of  part  of  it.  The  other  people  in  the  \ATiite 
House  that  I  communicated  with,  at  the  stage  in  the  process  in  which  I 
communicated,  were  understanding  of  the  position  that  the  Director 
and  I  were  supporting  and  the  matter  was  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  were  you  aware  of  the  so-called  Haldeman-Hus- 
ton  memos  relatingto  this  plan  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  recall  seeing  any  White  House 
correspondence  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  when  the  plan  had  at  one  time  been  ap- 
proved by  the  President  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  know  that  until  these  hearings 
were  held. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why  did  you  oppose  the  plan,  Mr.  Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  oppo.sed  the  plan  for  the  very  simple  reason  that 
in  the  case  of  domestic  problems  that  I  was  very  much  opposed  to  the 
thought  of  surreptitious  entry,  the  mail  covers,  and  all  of  the  other 
aspects  of  it  that  were  inA'olved  at  the  particular  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  To  whom  did  you  express  this  disapproval  other  than 
Mr.  Hoover  or  Jlr.  De^Loach? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  My  recollection  is  that  I  talked  to  both  Mr.  Halde- 
man  and  the  President  about  the  subject  matter. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  do  you  recall  when  that  was  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  but  it  was,  of  course,  in  the  limited  timeframe 

which  this  activity  took  place. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  yon  know  their  reaction  to  yoiir  opposition  at  that 
time  ? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  My  recollection  is  that  they,  both  of  them  were  ap- 
preciative of  mv  views  on  the  subject  matter  and  reconsidered  it  and 
that  was  the  end  of  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  during  1071 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  say — excuse  me.  Mr.  Dash — when  I  say  reconsider 
it  I  don't  know  how  far  thev  liad  gone  into  the  consideration  of  it  be- 


I  mi 

liwiiiM  iii 
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because  there  has  been  too  long  a  practice  in  this  countr)'  for  one  of 
these  agencies  to  have  information  about  intelligence  matters  that  get 
into  the  file  in  the  operative  agencies  that  can  carry  out  a  mission  to 
prohibit  some  of  these  things  just  do  not  have  that  information,  and 
I  think  a  good  example,  without  knowing  the  facts,  is  the  recent  as- 
sassination of  the  member  of  the  Israeli  Embassy  here  in  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Now,  obviously,  the  greatest  amount  of  intelligence  that 
could  possibly  come  with  respect  to  that  matter  would  be  the  CIA, 
and  if  the  CIA  were  knowledgeable  with  respect  to  the  indixnduals 
that  might  perpetrate  such  a  crime  they  certainly  have  to  pass  it  on 
to  the  FBI  and  the  Washington  police  in  order  that  proper  action 
can  be  taken. 

I  use  this  as  a  hypothetical  case  without  any  specific  knowledge. 

Senator  IxotrrE.  But  did  not  the  Huston  papers  describe  something 
else  besides  coordination? 

Mr.  ilrrciTELL.  Oh.  yes ;  very  much  so. 


Senator  Ixoute.  Did  they  not  describe  the  activities  of  the  DIA  and 
CIA  in  surveilling  citizens,  dissident  groups,  Black  Panthers,  the 
"Weathermen  ?  "We  are  not  talking  about  foreign  enemies. 

Mr.  MrrcHTLL.  Well,  Senator,  as  I  testiJfied  yesterday,  I  did  not 
study  the  Huston  plan.  It  was  discussed  with  me,  and  I  saw  some  of 
the  notes  from  my  recollection  where  Director  Hoover  objected  to  it. 
To  the  extent  that  it  involved  the  items  that  yoH  are  talking  about,  in 
my  opinion,  is  one  of  the  reasons  that  it  was  turned  down  and  not 
implemented.  But  I  am  saying  that,  and  we  started  this  discussion  on 
the  basis  of  CIA  and  its  activities  within  the  country,  it  has  no  opera- 
tional activities  and  should  not  have,  that  is  not  what  it  was  created 
for,  but  there  is  no  rhvme  or  reason  in  the  world  why  the  intelligence 
that  they  have  should  not  be  passed  on  and  imparted  to  the  law 
enforcement  or  investigative  agencies  in  this  country  that  do  have 

erational  responsibilities. 

Senator  Ixotjti:.  Mr.  Mitchell,  getting  back  to  the  Presidential 
papers,  if  this  committee  should  decide  to  issue  a  subpena  to  get  these 
papers,  what  do  you  think  should  be  the  response  of  the  "White  House  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  am  afraid  you  are  going  to  have  to  ask  Mr. 
^uzhardt  that ;  he  seems  to  be  making  most  of  the  decisions  over  there. 
I  have  no  opinion  on  the  subject  matter. 

Senator  Inoute.  As  a  former  chief  law  officer,  what  are  your 
thoughts,  sir? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  am  sorry,  Senator.  Was  that  question  which  you 
put  to  me  as  a  former  chief?  It  would  depend  entirely  on  the  nature  of 
the  papers,  as  we  discussed  before.  If  they  are  matters  of  Presidential 
communications  I  think  there  is  an  absolute  privilege.  If  they  get  into 
collateral  areas  where  the  President  is  not  involved,  I  think  that  is  an 

tirely  different  subject  matter. 

Senator  In'otjte.  Once  again  to  the  Huston  papers,  you  have  indi- 
cated that  your  knowledge  is  limited  to  a  discussion  of  it  but  according 
to  testimony  you  had  approved  it.  Did  you  approve  the  Huston  plan  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Xo,  sir,  that  is  absolutely  incorrect.  If  I  may  recount 
what  I  think  the  record  shows,  and  certainly  what  is  my  recollection, 
is  that  with  respect  to  the  Huston  papers  there  were  conferences  held 
under  the  aegis  of,  I  presume,  Mr.  Huston  from  the  "White  House, 
among  the  heads  of  the  intelligence-gathering  agencies,  the  CIA.  the 
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FBI,  and  the  DIA,  which  resulted  in  a  memorandum  that  provided 
fof  activities  with  i-espect  to  domestic  subversives,  of  coufse,  as  well 
as  national  security,  and  involved  such  things  as  surreptitious  entry 
of  places,  mail  covei-s,  et  cetera.  I  was  not  part  of  that  committee.  I 
had  no  knowledge  of  it  until  it  was  brought  to  my  attention  by  the 
Director  of  the  FBI.  It  was  then  that  the  matter  was  discussed  with 
me  and  it  was  then  or  shortly  thereafter  that  the  concept  was 
terminated. 

Senator  iNotnrE.  "Were  you  aware  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  approved  the  Huston  plan  ? 

Mr.  iliTCHELL.  No,  sir,  I  testified  yesterday  I  was  not. 

Senator  Ixotm:.  Is  it  not  strange  that  the  Attorney  General,  as  a 
participant  in  the  discussions,  that  you  were  not  aware  of  this? 

Mr.  ilrrcireLL.  As  a  participant  in  the  discussions?  I  was  not  a  par- 
ticipant in  the  discussions  with  respect  to  the  plan.  I  was  a  participant 
in  discussions  when  Mr.  Hoover  and,  I  believe,  ilr.  DeLoach  came  to 
me  with  their  concerns  about  the  matter.  I  was  not  a  participant  in  the 
discussions  that  led  to  the  formulation  of  the  plan. 

Senator  IxotrrE.  But  you  advised  the  President  of  the  United  States 
as  to  your  misgivings  and  reservations  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  It  is  my  very  strong  recollection  that  I  advised  ilr. 
Haldeman  and  the  President  after  it  was  brought  to  my  attention  by 
~  '  .  DeLoach  and  Mr.»Hoover. 

enator  Inocte.  What  is  your  relationship  with  Mr.  Kalmbach, 
sir  ?  Do  you  know  him  well  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  can't  say  I  know  him  well.  I  have  known  Mr. 
Kalmbach  since  1968,  and  have  seen  him  infrequently  over  that  period 
of  time.  I  knew  him,  of  course,  in  connection  with  the  1968  campaign. 
Our  contacts  between  1968  and  1970  or  1971  have  been  verj'  infrequent; 
probably  more  social  than  anything  else.  And,  of  course,  I  knew  him 
during  the  1971-72  campaign,  when  he  was  a  fimdraiser. 

Senator  Ixottye.  Did  you  have  any  relationship  with  him  during 
the  month  of  June,  more  specifically,  18,  19,  and  20,  of  1972? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes;  I  had  a  very,  very  close  relationship  with  Jlr. 
Kalmbach  during  that  particular  period  of  time,  because  it  was  during 
that  particular  period  when  I  was  talking  to  him  daily  or  perhaps 
twice  a  day,  because  he  was  kind  enough — he  along  with  his  wife  and 
the  secretaries  in  his  office — to  be  of  great  assistance  to  my  wife,  who 
was  then  out  in  Newport,  and  I  am  sure  you  know  the  rest  of  the  story- 
Senator  IxoTTTE.  ilr.  Mitchell,  I  believe  in  response  to  a  press  in- 
ciuiry  relating  to  Mr.  McCord,  your  answer  was  something  to  the  effect 
that  ]SIr.  McCord  has  a  private  business  and  he  had  several  clients  and 
your  committee  was  one  of  the  clients.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  were  per- 
sonally acquainted  with  Mr.  McCord  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  Senator,  you  are  asking  two  questions.  The 
press  statement  that  you  are  talking  about  was  the  press  statement 
that  I  put  out  when  we  first  found  out  about  the  break-in,  the  burglar- 
ization  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  where  ilr.  JlcCord  was 
involved.  Everything  in  it  wa,s  actually  true. 

I  had  one  meeting  on  April  5  with  Mr.  ilcCord — is  the  only  time 
that  I  have  ever  met  with  tlie  gentleman  and  talked  to  him.  And  that 
meeting  was  for  tlie  purpose  of  briefinsr  me  as  I  was  coming  into  my 
law  office,  which  was  in  the  same  building  as  the  Committee  To  Ke- 
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:S/;:?A;I3"J:-!  70?.  rr3  ?2CC?.3 


Di2c-i3jioa  ".-■ith  Attorner  General  Mitchsl.L  on 
Do-.estic  Incalligsr.cs 


27  July  1970,   it  cec3jr.e  clear,    to  ~rf  great  surprise,    tr.at  as 
had  heard  r»othir,g  -.•fhataTar  aco'it  the  presidsnt'o  inst—actions 
en  ''i)c;."r.e3tic  Intelligence"   until  that  verj  r.oming.     In  other       .' 
wordo,   the  Attorney  Ger.eral  had  not  been  told  of  the  r.eeting  ay  ' 
the  yhJ.te  House  on  5  J'^ne  1?70  or  of  the  ad  hoc  conniittee  neet- 
ing3   chaired  oy  the  FBI  which  had  folloved  or  about  the  report- 
vhich  v;a3  sent  to  the  president  aro-ind  1  Jul/,   setting  forth 
constraints  oa  do.-estic  in-.elliger.ce  collection.     As  I  imderstand 
it,    the  Attorney  General  first  heard  about  these  Tiattsrs  \ihe:i  ths 
Direcbor  of  the  FBI  complained  to  hin  abouTi  a  nemo randun;  frori 
111',  To:-i  Charle'3  Huston  •.•.hich  -.-ust  be  essentially  the  3?--;e  text 
AS  the  ona  I  receivad  under  date  of  23  J'-l/  1970  (,4'SC  c657?-70) .    . 

2.     I   told  the  Attomej  General  that  we  had  put  our  backa 
into   this  exercise^   because  v/e   had  thought  that  he  knew  all  about 
it  and  was  behind  it.     The  Attomej  General  was  frank  with  ne. 
In  addition,   he  said   that  he  had  told  Mr.  HcoTer  to  "sit  tight-' 
until  he   (the  Attome;^  General)   had  an  opportunity  to  discuss 
this  whole  .-natber  with  the  President  upon  his  return  to  V.'ashington 
fron  San  Gle-ente  nerct  week.  .    •    . 

■  3.     In  conr.e-3tion  with  the  probl-er.s  involTad  in  Qcr.estic 
intelligence  collection,   I  again  suggested  to  the  Attorney  General 
that  r.i  hare  1   talk  wix,h  Mr.   Jjar.  J.   ?-icich  who,   I  pointed  out,   ha3 
now  full/  retired  frc.n  the  ?2I.     The  Attome/  General  again  wrote 
down  Kr.  Papich's  nar.e. 

Ricnard  hejjis 
Director 


Distributi'jp. : 

Orig  -  £)CI  's  filo 

1  c;   -  E?.  w/30  c5''JT<-70 


SECRET/SENSITIVE 
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25.     On  either  July  27  or  July  28,  1970  Huston,  on  instructions  from 

Haldeman,  recalled  the  decision  memorandum  of  July  23,  1970  and  requested 

that  the  members  of  the  Ad  Hoc  Committee  return  their  copies  to  the  V/hite 

House.   Haldeman  told  Huston  that  Mitchell  had  called  concerning  the  Plan, 

that  the  memorandum  would  be  reconsidered  and  that  Haldeman,  Hoover  and 

the  Attorney  General  would  meet  to  discuss  the  subject.   Mitchell  has 

testified  that  he  informed  the  President  and  Haldeman  of  his  opposition 

to  the  Plan. 

( 
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25.1     SUMMARY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY, 
MAY  21,    1973,    SENATE  ARMED  SERVICES  COM- 
MITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    142-44 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  May  21,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony 
stated  that  shortly  after  the  decision  memorandum  of  July  23,  1970  had 
been  received  by  Mr.  Hoover,  Huston  received  a  telephone  call  from 
Assistant  FBI  Director  William  Sullivan  indicating  that  Hoover  had  been 
very  upset  by  the  decision  memorandum,  and  that  Hoover  either  had  talked 
or  intended  to  talk  to  the  Attorney  General  to  undertake  steps  to  have 
the  decisions  reflected  in  the  memorandum  reversed.   Huston  did  not 
believe  that  the  Attorney  General  had  been  consulted  as  to  the  contents 
of  the  memorandum  prior  to  that  time. 

Shortly  after  the  telephone  conversation  with  Sullivan,  Huston 
received  a  call  from  Haldeman  indicating  that  the  Attorney  General  had 
talked  to  the  President,  or  that  Haldeman  had  talked  to  the  Attorney 
General  and  then  to  the  President,  but  that,  in  any  event,  Huston  was 
instructed  to  recall  the  decision  memorandum;  that  the  President  desired 
to  reconsider  the  matter,  and  that  Haldeman,  Hoover,  and  the  Attorney 
General  would  have  a  meeting  in  the  near  future  to  discuss  the  matter. 

Huston  further  testified  that  he  did  not  send  a  memorandum  out 
to  recall  the  decision  memorandiom,  but  that  the  recall  of  the  document  was 
arranged  through  the  White  House  Situation  Room.   Huston  recalled  that 
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although  the  copies  of  the  dociiment  were  received  back  at  the  White  House, 
it  was  apparent  that  each  of  them  had  been  taken  apart  by  the  recipient 
and  copied  prior  to  its  return.   Huston  believed  that  the  decision  memo- 
randum was  recalled  approximately  the  last  week  of  July  or  the  first  week 
of  August  1970. 
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25.2     SUMMARY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY, 
JULY  9,    1973,    HOUSE  ARMED  SERVICES  COM- 
MITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    1391-95,    1414-15 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  July  9,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony 
identified  a  note  from  CIA  Director  Helms,  indicating  that  Helms  had  met 
with  Attorney  General  Mitchell  on  July  27,  and  that,  at  that  meeting, 
Mitchell  had  said  to  Helms  that  he  had  only  heard  of  the  meeting  of  the 
intelligence  services  and  of  the  Special  Report  rendered  by  them  that  day. 
Huston  further  recited  that  Haldeman  had  called  him  and  had  told  him  that 
the  Attorney  General  had  talked  either  to  Haldeman  or  to  the  President, 
and  that  a  decision  had  been  made  to  recall  the  decision  memorandum, 
pending  a  further  meeting.   The  recall  of  the  memorandum  was,  to  the 
best  of  Huston's  recollection,  only  a  matter  of  a  few  days  after  it  was 
sent  out.   Huston's  best  recollection  was  that  the  recall  was  five  days 
following  the  distribution  of  the  decision  memorandum. 

When  the  copies  of  the  decision  memorandum  and  the  Interagency 
Report  were  returned  to  the  White  House,  several  of  the  copies  had  indi- 
cations that  the  staples  had  been  removed  and  copies  had  apparently  been 
made  before  the  return  of  the  documents  to  the  White  House.   No  formal 
memorandum  was  sent  to  recall  the  decision  memorandum  and  the  Report. 
It  was  Huston's  judgment  that  the  memorandum  was  recalled  as  a  result  of 
Hoover's  contact  with  the  Attorney  General,  and  the  intervention  of  the 
Attorney  General  at  the  White  House. 
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Each  of  the  agencies  involved  received  only  one  copy  of  the 
memorandum  and  the  Report,  and  all  were  returned  to  the  White  House. 
Huston  believed  that  those  documents  were  still  physically  located  at 
the  White  House  as  of  July  1973. 

Huston  understood  that  a  subsequent  meeting  would  be  held  between 
Haldeman,  Mitchell,  and  Hoover  to  discuss  Hoover's  objections  to  the 
President's  decision,  but  Huston  did  not  know  if  a  meeting  was  actually 
held.   He  wrote  several  memoranda  to  Haldeman  urging  that  Hoover's  ob- 
jections be  overruled  and  the  plan  be  implemented.   He  stated  that  he 
believed  that  the  President  had  made  the  right  decision  on  the  plan  and 
that  it  should  be  carried  into  effect.   Huston  identified  copies  of  his 
memoranda,  dated  August  5,  1970,  entitled  "Domestic  Intelligence"  and 
August  7,  1970  entitled  "Domestic  Intelligence  Review." 
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25.3     RICHARD  HELMS  MEMORANDUM,    JULY  28,    1970 


NEMORAMD'JM    FOR:     I'-.  McHanis 


Per  your  telephone  request,  I   a.-n  returning- 
hsrsvith  :-[r,  Huston's  r.a.v.orandu.-i  to  r.e.   Subject 
Do.T.aatic  Intalligencej   dated  July  23,  .1970. 


RicriajTCi.  ".alcis 


23  July  1970 
(OAT£) 


I  FORM.  hO. 


u.     1^1     r>;.'LAcrs  FO?^    10-101, 


1^71 
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Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware,  Mr.  IMitchell,  that  the  plan  did  provide 
for  removino;  certain  restrictions  against  illegal  break-ins  and  elec- 
tronic surveillance  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Oh,  yes,  these  items  were  discussed  in  conversations 
that  I  had  with  Mr.  DeLoach  and  ilr.  Hoover. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  }'ou  recall  when  you  first  became  aware  of  the  plan  ? 
Mr.  Mitchell.  I  can't  put  the"  date  on  it.  I  shouldn't  try  because  I 
don't  recall. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  the  plan  ever  in  your  possession  or  did 
you  peruse  the  plan  ? 

Mr.  MrrcHELU  I  had,  as  I  recall,  the  plan  in  my  possession  during 
the  period  that  the  Director  of — the  Associate  Director  of  the  FBI  was 
discussing  it  with  me.  As  I  am  sure  you  are  aware,  Mr.  Dash,  this  mat- 
ter was  handled  and  considered  aside  and  apart  from  the  Attorney 
General.  It  was  considered  in  the  committee  that  involved  the  heads 
of  the  intelligence  gathering  community. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  know  who  in  the  "\Yhite  House  were  back- 
ing the  plan  ? 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  No,  I  can't  say  who  was  backing  it  and  who.  was  op- 
posed to  it  but  obviously  Mr.  Huston  was  apparently  backing  it  be- 
cause he  -was  the  author  of  part  of  it.  The  other  people  in  the  ^ATiite 
House  that  I  communicated  with,  at  the  stage  in  the  process  in  which  I 
communicated,  were  understanding  of  the  position  that  the  Director 
and  I  were  supporting  and  the  matter  was  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  were  you  aware  of  the  so-called  Haldeman-Hus- 
ton  memos  relating  to  this  plan  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  recall  seeing  any  White  House 
correspondence  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  when  the  plan  had  at  one  time  been  ap- 
proved by  the  President  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  know  that  until  these  hearings 
jrere  held. 
^Ir.  Dash.  Why  did  you  oppose  the  plan,  Mr.  Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  I  opposed  the  plan  for  the  ven,-  simple  reason  that 
in  the  case  of  domestic  problems  that  I  was  very  much  opposed  to  the 
thought  of  surreptitious  entry,  the  mail  covers,  and  all  of  the  other 
aspects  of  it  that  were  involved  at  the  particular  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  To  whom  did  you  express  this  disapproval  other  than 
Mr.  Hoover  or  Mr.  DeLoach? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  My  recollection  is  that  I  talked  to  both  Mr.  Halde- 
man  and  the  President  about  the  subject  matter. 
Mr.  Dash.  And  do  you  recall  when  that  was? 

^Ir.  Mitchell.  No,  but  it  was,  of  course,  in  the  limited  timeframe 
in  which  this  activity  took  place. 

Mr,  Dash.  Did  you  know  their  reaction  to  your  opposition  at  that 
time  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  My  recollection  is  that  they,  both  of  them  were  ap- 
preciative of  mv  views  on  tlie  subject  matter  and  reconsidered  it  and 
that  was  the  end  of  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now.  during  1071 

Mr.  Mitchell.  T  sav — excuse  nie.  Mr.  Dash — when  I  say  reconsider 
it  I  don't  know  how  far  tliev  had  irone  into  the  consideration  of  it  be- 
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cause  as  of  that  particular  time  to  my  understanding  the  plan  had 
not  been  implemented. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  ever  receive  any  formal  notice  that  the 
plan  had  not  been  approved  or  had  been  discontinued  or  been  termi- 
nated ? 

]Mr.  ilrrcHELL.  Not  to  my  recollection,  I  was  just  told  verbally  that 
it  was  nil. 

Mr.  Dash.  Or  whether  it  had  been  approved  ?    .« 
B^y^r.  ^IrrcHELL.  No,  sir. 


Mr.  Dash.  During  1971,  were  you  aware  of  an  intelligence  operation 
that  had  been  set  up  in  the  White  House  under  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and 
]Mr.  Krogh  which  has  become  known  as  the  Plumbers  operation  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir. 

Sir.  Dash.  Was  there  a  time  that  you  did  become  aware  of  that 
operation  ? 

Mr.  ilrrcHELL.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  ^Mitchell.  After  June  17, 1972. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now  also,  Mr.  Mitchell,  in  1971  were  you  aware  of  the 
so-called  Sandwedge  plan  proposed  by  Mr.  Caulfield  for  political 
intelligence  operations? 

Mr.  MrrcHELL.  I  was  aware  of  the  concept  that  Mr.  Oaulfield  was 
proposing  and,  of  course,  I  opposed  that  and  it  never  came  to  fruition. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  have  a  copy  of  the  so-called  Sandwedge 
proposal  or  plan  in  your  possession  ? 

ilr.  Mitchell.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge — my  knowledge  of  it 
came  in  discussions  with  John  Dean. 

i\lr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  that  that  plan  also  included  a  so-called 
covert  operation  and  the  use  of  bugging  or  electronic  surveillance  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No  ;  I  have  seen  that  in  one  of  Mr.  Dean's  exhibits 
but  that  was  not  the  understanding  that  I  had  of  the  so-called  Sand- 
wedge  proposal. 

Mr-  Dash.  Did  you  know  that  the  budget  included  actual  funds  to 
purchase  electronic  surveillance  equipment? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  No,  sir;  I  had  never  got  that  far  with  the  subject 
matter. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  in  any  event,  after  the  recommendation  of  Mr. 
Caulfield  for  the  so-called  Sandwedge  plan,  did  you  ask  Mr.  Caulfield 
for  any  operation  or  any  particular  assignment? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  There  has  been  shown  to  me  by  this  committee  a 
memorandum  that  had  to  do  with  an  investigation  that  apparently 
was  made  under  Mr.  Caulfield's  aegis  having  to  do  with  the  so-called 
McCloskey  campaign  up  in  New  Hampshire.  I  do  not  know  who  hired 
him  or  who  paid  him.  I  have  seen  the  memorandum. 

Aside  from  that,  I  would  go  to  the  point  that  Mr.  Caulfield,  who 
I  saw  on  the  24th  day  of  November  1971,  wherein  Mr.  Dean  brought 
him  over  to  discuss  the  concept  of  his  working  for  me  in  the  campaign 
if  and  when  I  joined  the  campaign,  Mr.  Caulfield  did  come  to  work  for 
the  committee  as  what  was  purported  to  be  an  aide-de-camp  at  some 
time  in  March  and  within  2  weeks  or  so,  lie  was  gone,  had  left  the 
committee. 
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FBI,  and  the  DIA,  which  resulted  in  a  memorandum  that  provided 
for  activities  with  respect  to  domestic  subversives,  of  coui-se,  as  well 
as  national  security,  and  involved  such  things  as  surreptitious  entry 
of  places,  mail  covei-s,  et  cetera.  I  was  not  part  of  that  committee.  I 
had  no  laiowledge  of  it  until  it  was  brought  to  my  attention  by  the 
Director  of  the  FBI.  It  was  then  that  the  matter  was  discussed  with 
me  and  it  was  then  or  shortly  thereafter  that  the  concept  was 
terminated. 

Senator  iNotrrz.  Were  you  aware  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  approved  the  Huston  plan  ? 

Mr.  MiTCHEix.  No,  sir,  I  testified  yesterday  I  was  not. 

Senator  IxotTTz.  Is  it  not  strange  that  the  Attorney  General,  as  a 
participant  in  the  discussions,  that  you  were  not  aware  of  this  ? 

Mr.  JIiTCHEix.  As  a  participant  in  the  discussions?  I  was  not  a  par- 
ticipant in  the  discussions  with  respect  to  the  plan.  I  was  a  participant 
in  discussions  when  Mr.  Hoover  and,  I  believe,  Mr.  DeLoach  came  to 
me  with  their  concerns  about  the  matter.  I  was  not  a  participant  in  the 
^j[iscussions  that  led  to  the  formulation  of  the  plan, 
^^oenator  iNOim:.  But  you  advised  the  President  of  the  United  States 
as  to  your  misgivings  and  reservations  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  It  is  my  very  strong  recollection  that  I  advised  Mr. 
Haldeman  and  the  President  after  it  was  brought  to  my  attention  by 
^Jjj^PeLoach  and  Mr.»Hoover. 

Senator  iNotrrE.  What  is  your  relationship  with  Mr.  Kalmbach, 
sir  ?  Do  you  know  him  well  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  can't  say  I  know  him  well.  I  have  known  Jlr. 
Kalmbach  since  1968  and  have  seen  him  infrequently  over  that  period 
of  time.  I  knew  him,  of  course,  in  connection  with  the  1968  campaign. 
Our  contacts  between  1968  and  1970  or  1971  have  been  very  infrequent ; 
probably  more  social  than  anything  else.  And,  of  course,  I  knew  him 
during  the  1971-72  campaign,  when  he  was  a  fundraiser. 

Senator  Inottte.  Did  you  have  any  relationship  with  him  during 
tl\p  month  of  June,  more  specifically,  18,  19.  and  20,  of  1972  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes ;  I  had  a  very,  very  close  relationship  with  Mr. 
Kalmbach  during  that  particular  period  of  time,  because  it  was  during 
that  particular  period  when  I  was  talking  to  him  daily  or  perhaps 
twice  a  day,  because  he  was  kind  enough — he  along  with  his  wife  and 
the  secretaries  in  his  office — to  be  of  great  assistance  to  my  wife,  who 
was  then  out  in  Newport,  and  I  am  sure  you  know  the  rest  of  the  story. 

Senator  Inoute.  Mr.  Mitchell,  I  believe  in  response  to  a  press  in- 
ciuiry  relating  to  Mr.  McCord,  your  answer  was  something  to  the  effect 
that  Mr.  McCord  has  a  private  business  and  he  had  several  clients  and 
your  committee  was  one  of  the  clients.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  were  per- 
sonally acquainted  with  Mr.  McCord  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  Senator,  you  are  asking  two  questions.  The 
press  statement  that  you  are  talking  about  was  the  press  statement 
that  I  put  out  when  we  first  found  out  about  the  break-in.  the  burglar- 
ization  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  where  Mr.  McCord  was 
involved.  Ever\'thing  in  it  was  actually  true. 

I  had  one  meeting  on  April  5  with  ilr.  ^IcCord — is  the  only  time 
that  I  have  ever  met  with  the  gentleman  and  talked  to  him.  And  that 
meeting  was  for  the  purpose  of  briefinsr  me  as  T  was  coming  into  my 
law  office,  which  was  in  the  same  building  as  the  Committee  To  Re- 
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Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  that  Mr.  Hoover,  Director  of  the  FBI, 
opposed,  at  least  entered  his  opposition  to  most  of  the  recommenda- 
tions in  that  plan  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  knew  that — I  think  in  the  recommendation  itself 
which  was  signed  by  Director  Hoover  as  chairman  of  the  committee, 
he  had  indicated  in  the  various  recommendations  his  disagreement 
with  some  of  them  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  they  were  the  committee 
recommendation.  - 

He  was  transmitting  them  as  the  committee  recommendation  with 
his  dissent. 

■^Ir.  Dash.  Well,  now,  did  Mr.  Huston  seek  to  get  your  assistance  in 
overriding  Mr.  Hoover's  objections? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes ;  I  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  he  send  a  series  of  memorandums  to  you  with 
regard  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  have  seen  the  memorandums  that  have  been  put 
into  exhibit  and  reprinted  in  the  papers  and  they  would  indicate  that 
he  did,  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  just  see  them  as  they  were  reprinted  in  the 
papers  or  do  you  actually  recall  receiving  those  mem.orandums  and 
reading  them? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  have  a  general  recollection.  I  cannot  identify  hav- 
ing seen  or  acted  upon  any  specific  memorandum  without  looking  at  it 
and  reviewing  it.  I  do  know  that  there  was  a  definite  concern  on  Mr. 
Huston's  part  and  on  the  other  side,  on  the  President's  part,  that  there 
was — we  knew  there  was  a  problem  going  into  this.  One  of  the  reasons 
for  bringing  this  group  together  was  the  fact  that  communication 
between  the  FBI  and  other  intelligence  agencies  was  at  best  minimal. 

Mr.  Dash.  Let  me  just  show  you  one  memorandum  and  I  think  this 
has  already  gone  into  the  record.  See  at  least  if  you  can  recollect  it.  It  is 
a  memorandum  dated  August  5, 1970,  from  Mr.  Huston  to  you,  subject, 
"Domestic  Intelligence"*,  which  is  primarily  dealing  with  the  problem 
of  Mr.  Hoover's  objections  and  indicating  that  the  program  ought  to 
move  forward  and  asking  your  assistance.  I  ask  you  to  take  a  look  at 
it,  see  if  you  do  recall  it  and  if  you  do,  would  you  comment  on  it? 

Mr.  Wn^ox.  May  we  keep  this,  Mr.  Dash  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  It  is  my  only  copy  at  the  moment.  We  can  make  a  Xerox 
copy  for  you.  Unfortunately,  our  Xerox  machine  is  broken  down.  That 
is  why  members  of  our  committee  do  not  have  copies. 

This  has  been  entered  in  the  record  at  a  prior  time. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  cannot  positively,  without  any  doubt,  say  I  read 
that  memorandum  at  the  time  it  was  sent  to  me  but  I  have  a  very  clear 
recollection  of  the  general  content  of  the  problem  that  existed  at  that 
time  and  I  probably  did  read  this  memorandum. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  characterize  that  memorandum  as 
Mr.  Huston  being  considerably  upset  over  Mr.  Hoover's  obstinacy  in 
opposing  the  plan  and 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes. 

ifr.  Dasit  [continuing! .  And  indicating  that  it  was  quite  urgent  that 
the  plan  go  forward  and  seeking  your  assistance? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes. 


•See  Book  3,  exhlMt  No.  37.  p.  1325. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  ^vhy  Mr.  Hoover  opposed  the  plan  ? 

Mr.  HALDEsr  AK.  I  am  not  sure.  I  do  not  recall  whether  this  memoran- 
dum outlined  the  natureof  his  objection?  or  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  p,re  you  aware  after  the  plan  was  submitted  to  the 
President,  that  this  plan  -was  in  fact  approved  by  the  President? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  After  that  approval,  was  the  plan  implemented? 

Mr.  Haldem^x.  No;  it  was  not.  As  I  understand  it,  the  approval 
was  rescinded,  I  believe  it  was  5  days  later  by  notification  to  the  agency 
head  and  that,  therefore,  in  effect,  the  plan  was  not  implemented. 

3fr.  Dash.  Why  was  it  rescinded? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Aguin,  as  I  understand  it,  because  of  Director 
Hoover's  objection  to  a  number  of  parts  of  the  plan. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Mitchell  opposed  this  plan,  the 
Attorney  General? 

Mr.  IIaldeman.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  knew  that  he  did  or  that  he 
did  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  he  has  testified  here  before  this  committee  that  he 
was  not  in  on  the  original  planning  of  the  plan  but  when  he  first 
learned  about  it,  I  think  he  says  to  Mr.  DeLoach  of  the  FBI,  that  he 
went  to  see  you  and  the  President  and  strongly  opposed  it  and  then 
the  plan  was  not  implemented.  He  assumed  that  it  was  partly  on  the 
basis  of  his  objection.  Do  you  recall  that? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  do  not;  but  that  is  not  necessarily — I  certainly 
would  not  deny  that.  If  Mr.  Mitchell  does  feel  that  is  the  case,  I  do  not 
recall — I  do  recall  the  plan  not  being  put  into  effect.  I  recall  con- 
siderable discussion  back  and  forth  as  to  whether  it  would  be  or  not, 

d  the  ultimate  decision  first,  to  approve  and  then  to  rescind. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  become  aware  of  an  in-house  White  House  effort 
for  that  special  investigative  unit  after  the  Huston  plan  was 
rescinded  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Well,  the  step  following  the  rescission  of  the  Huston 
plan  as  it  is  now  called,  ^was  the  formulation  of  an  intelligence  evalua- 
tion committee  that  was  another  interagency  and  interdepartmental 
group.  It  was  not  an  in-house  White  House  group,  although  there  was 
a  White  House  representative,  I  believe  Mr.  Dean,  on  that  intelligence 
evaluation  committee  and  its  purpose  was — one  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Huston  plan,  coordination  between  the  various  intelligence  agencies 
and  an  attempt  to  share  and  evaluate  intelligence. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  who  was  supervising  this? 

Mr.  Haldeman*.  I  am  not  sure.  It  was  set  up — it  was  not  an  in-house 
White  House  unit,  as  I  said,  it  was  an  interagency  unit.  I  believe  John 
Dean  was  the  White  House  representative  on  it  and  I  am  not  sure 
how  it  was  structured. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  true  that  it  was  Mr.  John  Dean's  role  to  be 
liaison  for  the  White  House  on  intelligence  programs  like  this? 

Mr.  Haldemax.  Yes ;  it  would  be. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  there  come  a  time  when  there  was  an  in-house 
White  House  special  investigative  unit  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  You  are  leading— the  question  relates,  I  assume, 
to  this  special  investigations  unit  that  was  set  up  in  1971. 
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li 


August  5,    1970 


TOP  SECRET 

HAMDLS  VIA  COMINT  CHANNELS  0^fLY 

EYES  ONLY  \ 

MEIv-IOPwANDUM  FOR  H.    R.    HALDEMAN 
FROM:  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  I 

SUBJECT:     DOMESTIC  INTELLIGENCE 


In  anticipation  of  your  meeting  with  Mr.    Hoover  and  the 
Attoafney  General,   I  would  like  to  pass  on  these  thoughts: 

•1,     More  than  the  FBI    is  involved  in 'this  operation.     ^rSA., 
DIA,   CIA,    and  the  military  services  all  have  a  great  stak=  and  a 
great  interest.     All  of  these  agencies  supported  the  options 
selected  by  the  President.     For  your  private  information,    so  did 
all  the  members  of  Mr.    Hoover's  staff  who  worked  on  the  report 
(he'd  fire  theni  if  he  knew  this.  ) 


-//, 
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3.  We  are  not  getting  the  type  of  hard  intelligence  we  asetV 
at  the  "vYhite  House.     \,  e  will  not  get  it  untijl  greater  effort  is  mada 
through  corrununity-v/ide- coordination  to  dig    ovX  the  information, 
by  using  all  the  resources  potentially  available.     It  is,    o£  coarse, 

a  matter  of  balancing  the  obvious  risks  against  the  desired 
resvilts.     I  thought  \va  balanced  these  risks  rather  objectively 
•  in.  the  report,   and  Hoover  is  escalating  the  risks  in  order  to 
cloak  his.  determination  to  continue  to  do  business  as  usual. 

4.  At  some  point.   Hoover  has  to  be  told  v/ho  is  President. 
He  ha-s  become  totally  unreasonable  and  his  conduct  is  detrimental 
to  our  domestic  intelligence    operations.     In  the  past  tv/^o  weeks, 
hg  has  ternainated  all  FL>I  liaison  with  NSA,    DIA,    the  military 
services.   Secret  Service  --  everyone  e;:cept  the  White.  House.     He 
terminated  liaison  v/ith  CIA  in  Ivlay.      This  is  bound  to  have  a 
crippling  effect  upon  the  entire  coinmnnity  and  is  contrary  to 

his  public  assurance  to.  the  President  at  the  meeting  that  there 
v/as  close  and  effective  coordination  and  coopsration  within  the 
intelligence  community.     It  is  important  to  remember  that  the 
entire  intelligence  community  knov/s  that  the  President  made  a 
positive  decision  to  go  ahead  arid  Hoover  has  nov/  succeeded  in 
forcing  a  review.     If  he  gets  his  v/ay  it  is  going  to  look  like  ha 
is  more  powerful  than  the  President.     He  had  his  say  in  the 
focrcnotes  and  RN  decided  against  him.     That  should  close  the 
matter  and  I  can't  understand  v/hy  the  AG  is  a  party  to  reopening  it. 
All  of  us  arc  going  to  look  damn  silly  in  the  eyes  of  Helms,   Ca/ler, 
Bennett,   and  the  military  chiefs  if  Hoover  can  unilaterally    reverse 
a  Presidential  decision  based  on  a  report  that  .many  people  worked 
their  asses  off  to  prepare  a.nd  v/hich,    on  its  merits,   v/a-a  a  firsi- 
rats,    objective  job. 

5.  The  biggest  risk  v/e  could  take,    in  my  opinion,    is  to  ccr.t' 
to  regard  tVic  yiolc;!ce  on  x-'r-i  canxpus  and  in  the  c-";io3  as  a  tcrr.r  rra.^- 
phe.TO.Tianop.  •..'hiv.-h.  V  ill  sl-.r!_;ly  go  a  v.  a',-  as   coon  a?.  :h.e  ScTant-sn. 
Co-.-.-.ra'.s.sio--    iV.^z  its  roocr;.      The  one  sta-c-.a.;n:  that  ilcr.nie  Or.-.-l.- 
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General  was  kidding  hirasolf  v.'hon  he  said  the  cainpuses  v/ould  be 
quiet  this  fall.     Davis  predicted  that  at  least  30  v.-ould  be  closed 
d-5vvT.  in  Soptcnibar.     I  don't  lil'.e  to  inake  predictions,    but  I  dm 
not  at  all  convinced,    on  the  basis  of  the  intelligence  I  have  s-aen, 
that  we  are  an^.'way  near  over  the  hcinip  on  this  probie'Ti,   and  I 
arri  convinced  t'lat  tlic  potential  for  even  greater  violence  is 
present,    and  v/e  have  a  positive  obligation  to  take  every  step 
■vrifchin  cur   pov/er  to  prevent  it. 

6.     Hoover  can  be  expected  to  raise  the  follov/ing  points 
in  your  nieeting: 

(a)  "Our  present  efforts  are  adequate."  The  ansvv-er 
i%  bullshit  I,  This  is  particularly  true  v/ith  regard  to  FBI  ca-npua 
coverage. 

(b)  "The  risks  are  too  great;  these  folks  are  goir:g  to 
get  the  President  into  trouble  and  RM  had  better  listen  to  mc," 
The  s.nsv/er  is  that  v/e  have  consideredthe  ris!;s,   v/e  believe  the/ 
are  acceptable  and  justified  under  the  circumstances.     V'e  a.re 
v/illing  to  weigh  each  e-xceptionally  sensitive  operation  on  its 
merits,   but  the  Director  of  the  FBI  is  paid  to  take  risks  where 
ths  security  of  the  country  is  at  strike.     Nothing  we  propose  to 

do  has  not  been  done  in  the  past  --  and  in  the  past  it  was  always 
done  successfully. 

(c)  "I  don't  have  the  personnel  to  do  th.e  job  the 
.President  wants  done."     The  answer  is  (I)  he  has  the  people  and/or 

(2)  he  c?.n  get  them. 

(d)  "I  don't  object  to  KSA  conducting  surreptitious  entry 
if  they  v/ant  to.  "     The  ansvN^er  is  that  KSA  doesn't  hc.va  the  people, 
cs^'t  get  thcrn.    has  no  ^.uthoritv  to  got  them,    and  ohouldn't  have 

to  rret  them,     "t  is  an  FBI  iob. 
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(c)     "Ii  we  do  these  things  the  'jackals   of  the  press'  and  the 
AGLU  will  find  out;  we  can't  avoid  leaks."     Answer:    V/e  can  avoid 
lealcs  by  using  trained,    trusted  agents  and  restricting  knowledge  ox 
sensitive  operations  on  a  strict  need  to   knov/  basis.     We  do  this 
on. other  sensitive  operations  every  day. 

(f)  "If  I  have  to  do  these  things,   the  Attorney  General 
■will  have  to  approve  thorn  in  writing.  "     This  is  up  to  the  AG,    but 

I  v/ould  tell  Hoover  that  he  hi-s  been  instructed  to  do  them  by 
the  President  and  he  is  to  do  them  on  that  authority.     He  needn't 
lock  for  a  scape  goat.     He  has  his  authority  from  the  President 
and  he  doesn't  need  a  written  memo  from  the  AG.     To  maintain 
secarity,   v/e  should  avoid  v/ritten  comrrnmications  in  this  area. 

(g)  "We  don't  need  an  Inter-Agency  Committee  on 
Intelligence  Operations  because  (1)  v^/e're  doing  fine  right  nov/  -- 
good  coordination,    etc.    --  and  (2)  there  are  other  existing  groups 
which  can  iiandle  this  assignment.  "    The  answer  is  that  v/e  are 
doixig  lousy  right  nov,'  and  there  aren't  other  groups  v/hich  can 

do  the  job  we  have  in  mind  becaioe:     (1)  they  don't  meet;     (2)  the; 
don't  have  the  people  on  them  v^/e  want  or  have  some  people  we 
don't' want;     (3)  they  don't  have  the  author  ity  to  do  v/liat  v/e  v/ant 
done;  .  (4)  ultimately  this  nev/  operation  v/ill  replace  them;  and 
(5) 'they  aren'c  linlced  to  the  V/hite  House  staff. 

There  are  doubtless' another  dozen  or  so  specious  arguments 
that  Hoover  will  raise,    b'j.t  they  v/ill  be  of  similar  quality.     I  hopa 
that  you  v/ill  be  able  to  convince  t'ne  AG  o?  the  importance  and 
necessity  of  getting  Hoover  to  go  along.     V/e  have  worl-ccd  for 
ne:irly  a  year  to  reach  this  point;  others  have  v/orkcd  far  longer 
and  h?.d  abandoiied  hope.      I  bcli^'/c  v,"c  arc  t:-.lklng  a.V.cat  the  futura 
of  this  country,    for   surely  do-.".o  r.tic  violo.-.ce  and  disorder 
thrc.r.i;^'^  th.D  very' f:vbric  ci  o'.::"  sooi-j'-y.    -In'-elligcnco  is  net  the 
cure,    h'.'.t  ii  can  -provlC-.c  il\e  ■;■■_,.■!' osia  chr":  n^.-^kcs  a  c:.-: 2  possible, 
r.tnro  i~:\-ooxL?.r.'A\  ,    i'.  c:n  provi.o  -.'s  <;i';h  trj  rr-irans  to  prevent  thj 
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ceterioralion  of  the  situation.      Perhaps  lowered  voices  and  noa-c 
in  Vietnam  will  defuse  the    tense  situation,  v/e  face,    but  I  would -■.'- 
v/ant  to  rely  on  it    exclusively. 

Tiiere  is  this  final  point.      For  eighteen  months  v/e  have 
vratched  pcoDle  in  this  government  ignore  the  President's  ordar  j 
take  actions  to  embarrass  him,    promote  themselves^ at  his 
expanse,    and  generally  make  his  job  more  difiicult.     It  m?.ke3 
me  fighting  m?.d,    and  v/hat  Hoover  is  doing  here  is  putting 
himself  above  the  President.     If  he  thought  the  Attorney  General's 
advice  should  be  solicited,   he  should  ha.ve  done  so  before  the 
report  v/as  sent  to  the  President.     After  all.   Hoover  v/as  chairman 
of  the  committee  and  he  could  have  asked  the  AG  for  his  corriments. 
But  no,    he  didn't  do  so  for  it  never  occurred  to  him  that  the 
President  v/ould  not  agree  v/ith  his  footnoted  objections.     He 
thought  all  he  had  to  do  was  put  in  a  footnote  and  the  matter  v/as 
settled.     He  had  absolutely  no  interest  in  the  viev/s  of  NSA, 
CIA,   DL=\,    and  the  military  services,    and  obviously  he  has 
little  interest  in  our  vicv'/s,    or  apparently  even  in  the  decisions 
of  the  President.     I  don't  see  how  we  can  tolerate  this,   but 
being  a  fatalist,    if  not  a  realist,   I  am.  prepared  to  accept  the 
fact  that  v/e  may  have  to  do  so. 


TOM  CHARLES  HUST0^7 


-f^  '-.  -.-r-T> 


:n 
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25.8     TOM  CHARLES  BUSTOS  MEMORANDUM,  AUGUST  7.    1970 

i' ttrLiWUrU'lUU  .vi 

THE   WHITE   MOUSE   ■ 

WASIIINOTOH 


OOirFIDDiTIfJL 


August  1,  1970 

l-JE-lOaANEUM  FOR  K,  R.  HALDE.'.AW 
FJBJECT:   D0M3STIC  irfTELLIGEtlCE  REVIEW 

libc.   Hoover  has  departed  for  the  West  Coast  vhere  he  plans  to  vacatioa 
Jr  three  veeks.  If  j-uu  vait  until  his  return  to  clear  up  the  prohLecs 
irrounding  our  Domestic  Intelligence  operations.,  ve  will  be  into  the  ne-<i 
school  year  without  any  preparation. 

Cne  situation  in  Portland  is  beginning  to  look  very  tense  —  the  Anerican 
Legion  Convention  could  become  the  first  battleground  for  a  new  wave  of  youthful 
violence.  Coming  Just  as  the  school  year  begins,  it  could  serve  as  a.   catalvjt 
for  widespread  campus  disorders. 

I  recoaaond  that  you  meet  with  the  Attorney  General  and  secure  his  support 
for  the  Prsaident's  decisions,  that  the  Director  be  informed  that  ths  decisions 
■Will- stand,  and  that  all  intelligence  agencies  are  to  proceed  to  impleaent  then 
pt  once. 


5X):-I  CH.4RLE3  HUSTON 
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26.       In  or  around  August  1970  H.  R.  Haldeman  transferred  White  House 
responsibility  for  matters  of  domestic  intelligence  for  internal  security 
purposes  from  Tom  Charles  Huston  to  John  Dean.   On  September  17,  1970  Dean 
and  Attorney  General  Mitchell  discussed  procedures  for  commencing  a  domestic 
intelligence  operation.   On  September  18,  1970  Dean  wrote  a  memorandum  to 
the  Attorney  General  regarding  the  establishment  of  an  interagency  domestic 
intelligence  unit  and  the  use  of  an  existing  group  called  the  Inter- 
Divisional  Information  Unit  (IDIU)  as  a  cover  for  the  operation  of  the  new 
unit.  Dean  recommended  that  restraints  should  be  removed  as  necessary  to 
obtain  needed  intelligence  rather  than  on  a  blanket  basis.   Dean  informed 
Mitchell  that  Haldeman  had  suggested  he  would  be  happy  to  join  Mitchell 
in  a  meeting  with  Hoover. 
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26.1     SUMMARY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY, 
MAY  21,    1973,    SENATE  ARMED  SERVICES  COM- 
MITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    144 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  May  21,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony 
stated  that  he  believed  the  recall  of  the  decision  memorandum  for  the 
implementation  of  the  Special  Report  of  the  Interagency  Committee  on 
Intelligence  (Ad  Hoc)  occurred  in  either  the  last  week  of  July  or  the 
first  week  of  August  1970.   It  was  at  about  that  time  that  John  Dean 
came  to  the  White  House  from  the  Justice  Department  as  counsel  to  the 
President.   When  Dean  arrived  at  the  White  House,  Huston  was  told  by 
Haldeman  that  Dean  would  henceforth  take  over  the  duties  that  Huston  had 
had  in  respect  to  internal  security  matters.   Thereafter,  Huston  did  not 
deal  with  those  matters. 
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ligence-gnthering  capability  of  the  Govei-nment  refrardinjr  demonstra- 
tions prevailed  throufrli  my  tenure  at  the  Justice  I)e[)aittnent  and 
tlie  White  House,  and  I  was  hearinfr  complaints  from  the  President 
personally  as  late  as  March  12  of  tliis  year. 

It  was  wlien  I  joined  the  White  House  staff  in  July  of  1970  that 
I  became  fully  aware  of  the  extent  of  concern  at  tlic  White  House 
resardinjr  demonstrations  and  intelli<rencp  information  relating  to 
demonstrators.  It  was  appro.vimately  1  month  after  I  arrived  at  the 
"^ATiite  House  that  I  was  informed  about  the  project  that  had  been 
going  on  before  I  arrived  to  restnicture  the  Government's  intelligence- 
gathering  capacities  vis-a-vis  demonstrators  and  domestic  radicals. 
The  revised  domestic  intelligence  plan  was  submitted  in  a  document 
forwarded  for  the  President's  approval. 

The  committee  has  in  its  possession  a  copy  of  that  document  and 
certain  related  memorandums  pursuant  to  the  order  of  Judge  Sirica. 
After  I  was  told  of  the  Presidentially  approved  plan,  that  called  for 
bugging,  burglarizing,  mailcovers,  and  the  like.  I  was  instructed  bv 
Haldeman  to  see  what  I  could  do  to  get  the  plan  iniplemented.  I 
thought  the  plan  was  totally  uncalled  for  and  unjustified.  I  talked  with 
Mitchell  about  the  plan,  and  he  said  he  kne-w  there  was  a  great  desire 
at  the  White  House  to  see  the  plan  implemented,  but  he  agreed  fully 
with  FBI  Director  Hoover,  who  opposed  the  plan,  with  one  excep- 
tion :  ^Mitchell  thought  that  an  interagency  evaluation  committee  mieht 
be  useful,  because  it  was  not  good  to  have  the  FBI  standing  alone  with- 
out the  information  of  other  intelligence  agencies  and  the  sharing  of 
information  is  always  good  and  avoids  duplication.  After  my  conver- 
sation with  Mitchell,  I  write  a  memorandum  requesting  that  the  evalu- 
ation committee  be  established,  and  the  restraints  could  be  removed 
later.  I  told  Mr.  Haldeman  that  the  only  way  to  proceed  Tvas  one  step 
at  a  time,  and  this  could  be  an  important  first  step.  He  agreed. 

The  Interagency  Evaluation  Committee  (lEC)  as  it  was  referred 
to,  was  created,  as  I  recall,  in  early  1971.  I  requested  that  Jack  Caul- 
field,  who  had  been  assigned  to  mv  office,  to  serve  as  tlie  "\"\1iite  House 
liaison  to  the  lEC,  and  when  ]Mr."Cau1field  left  the  White  House,  ilr. 
David  Wilson  of  my  staff  served  as  liaison.  I  am  unaware  of  the  lEC 
ever  having  engaged  in  any  illegal  activities  or  assignments,  and  cer- 
tainly no  such  assignment  was  ever  requested  by  my  office.  The  reports 
from  the  lEC,  or  summaries  of  the  reports  were  forwarded  to  Mr. 
Haldeman  and  sometimes  Ehrlichman. 

In  addition  to  the  intelligence  reports  from  the  TEC.  my  office  also 
received  regular  intelligence  reports  regarding  demonstratoi-s  and  radi- 
cal groups  from  the  FBI  and  on  some  occasions,  from  the  CIA.  .V 
member  of  my  staff  would  review  the  material  to  determine  if  it 
should  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Haldeman— that  is.  for  bringii\g  to  the 
President's  attention — or  sent  to  another  member  of  the  staff  who 
jfliirht  have  an  interest  in  the  contents  of  the  report. 

The  committee  has  in  its — ^fr.  Chairman,  from  time  to  time.  I  am 
going  to  skip  parts  of  the  .statement  in  an  effort  to  make  sure  that  I 
can  move  as  quicklv  as  po^^ible  and  get  the  statement  c<)ni[>lfroil  in  as 
short  a  time  as  pos.sible. 

Senatoi-  Envix.  T  belioxe  it  is  impoitant  to  read  the  whole  statement 
since  you  thought  it  was  importn  nt  eiiougli  to  write  it. 

Mr.  Deax.  I  will  honor  the  cliaiiinan's  wish. 
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information,  I  want  to  deal  as  one  man  looking  in  another  man's  eye 
and  know  that  man  for  the  reaction  I  get  from  him  just  dealing:  across 
the  table;  I  do  not  want  to  know  what  he  has  been  doing  all  his  life 
or  the  like.  I  said,  that  is  for  others  to  judge  rather  than  me.  I  just 
merely  want  to  tell  you  the  results  of  my  negotiations. 

So  I  was  not  involved  in  intelligence  from  the  outset.  Now,  as  I 
testified,  I  did  become  aware  from  time  to  time  of  requests  from  the 
White  House  because  of  my  proximity  to  the  decisionmaking  processes 
for  various  intelligence  that  would  relate  to  iwlitical  figures  in  their 
associations  with  the  demonstrations  and  also,  I  was  hearing  com- 
plaints that  the  White  House  staff  was  unhappy  about  the  quality 
of  this  intelligence.  But  my  role  was  merely  a  conduit  from  the  demon- 
stration leaders  back  to  a  major  committee  that  would  make  decisions 
and  talk  about  what  I  would  report.  In  fact,  I  would  often  put  myself, 
in  that  I  could  be  most  effective  in  this  capacity,  in  the  role  of  advocat- 
ing the  position  of  the  demonstrators.  Because  many  times,  I  thought 
they  had  a  good  point. 

For  example,  one  I  thought  that  the  Government  was  taking  a 
terrible  beating  on  was  in  the  November  moratorium  on  this  big  issue 
of  Pennsylvania  Avenue  versus  no  Pennsylvania  Avenue.  I  thought 
that  the  demonstrators  got  $1  million  worth  of  publicity  or  $2  million 
worth  of  publicity  out  of  the  Government's  posture  on  refusing  to 
give  Pennsylvania  Avenue.  Instead,  they  insisted  that  they  go  down 
Constitution  Avenue.  I  did  not  see  that  it  made  all  that  much  differ- 
ence in  the  long  and  short  of  it. 

enator  TxotrrE.  Immediately  after  you  were  appointed  counsel 
to  the  President,  did  you  not  take  over  the  responsibilities  of  INfr.  Tom 
Huston  in  connection  with  intelligence  activities? 

Mr.  Dean.  I  think  that  you  would  have  to  know  Tom  Huston  and 
my  relationship  with  Tom  Huston  to  know  that  there  was  no  way 
I  would  take  over  anything  regarding  Mr.  Tom  Huston.  He  is  a  very 
brilliant,  independent  man.  He  would  not,  I  did  not  even  know  what 
he  was  doing  half  the  time.  In  fact,  it  was  some  months  after  he  had 
joined  my  staff  that  I  learned  he  had  some  sort  of  scrambler  phone 
locked  in  a  safe  beside  him  and  he  made  a  lot  of  calls. 

Sir.  Huston  did  an  awful  lot  of  things  that  I  have  no  idea  what 
he  was  doing  in  the  intelligence  field.  The  only  thing  I  know  is  that 
at  that  point,  he  was  the  liaison  for  receipt  of  FBI  information  re- 
garding radical  groups  and  he  would  be  the  distributor  throughout 
the  White  House  and  he  put  me  on  a  distribution  list.  Most  of  this 
material  was  not  even  to  me,  worth  reading  because  I  was  not  par- 
ticularly interested,  unless  it  was  a  very  current  demonstration. 

So  I  inherited  Mr.  Huston.  Mr.  Huston  and  I  worked  with  a  friendly 
relationship.  As  I  say,  he  is  a  very  independent  man  and  he  and  I  think 
gjittlfl  differently  and  handle  memorandums  a  little  differently. 

T.  recall  one  rather  interesting  occasion  when  he  prepared  a  rather 
strong  and  blunt  memonindum  for  my  sicrnatnre  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, on  a  very  minor  request  for  sometliing.  The  mpmomndum  was  in 
my  mail  stack.  I  rend  it  quickly  and  didn't  think  much  about  it:  T  was 
signing  the  mail.  Two  days  later.  T  liad  a  call  from  Mr.  Kleindienst 
and  he  said,  in  short,  who  in  the  hell  do  you  think  you  are  writing  a 
memorandum  like  that  to  the  Attorney  GcniM-al  of  the  T'nitod  States? 
Now  that  yon  are  up  at  the  Wliite  House,  you  think  you  are  high  and 
mighty. 
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I  miyht  add  here  it  is  from  Mr.  Haldeman  to  Mr.  Huston — 

The  recommendations  you  have  proposed  as  a  result  of  the  review  have  been 
approved  ■•y  the  President.  He  does  not,  however,  want  to  follow  the  procedure 
you  have  outlined  on  page  4  of  your  memorandum  regarding  implementation.  He 
would  prefer  that  the  thing  simply  lie  put  into  motion  on  the  basis  of  this  ap- 
proval. The  formal  official  memorandum  should,  of  course,  be  prepared  and  should 
be  the  device  by  which  to  carry  it  out. 

I  realize  this  is  contrary  to  your  feeling  as  to  the  best  way  to  get  this  done.  I 
feel  very  strongly  that  this  procedure  won't  work  and  you  had  Ijetter  let  me  know 
and  we  will  take  another  stab  at  it.  Otherwise  let's  go  ahead. 

Senator  Ervi.v.  Xow,  that  letter  can  only  be  construed  as  a  statement 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  H.  R.  Haldeman  to  Mr.  Tom  Charles  Huston,  the 
aide  in  charge  of  domestic  intelligence,  to  the  effect  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  had  approved  his  recommendations  about  remov- 
ing the  limitations  on  electronic  surveillance  and  penetration,  sur- 
reptitious entry  or  burglary,  the  use  of  mail  coverage,  and  of  sources 
of  information  on  the  campuses  and  the  military  undercover  agents 
for  the  purposes  of  gathering  information  upon  the  objectives  of  that. 

!Mr.  De-vn.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ervin.  Now,  when  did  Mr.  Huston  leave  the  White  House? 

Mr.  Deax.  I  do  not  recall  specifically  the  date.  It  seems  to  me  he 
was  on  my  staff  6  or  8  months  at  the  most,  as  I  recall.  He  had  been 
talking  about  leaving  for  some  time  and  returning  to  private  practice. 
This  had  been  one  of  his  pet  projects.  He  had  apparently  gotten  into 
a  serious  dispute  with  Mr.  Hoover  over  it  and  he  felt  that  his  effective- 
ness at  getting  this  accomplished  had  been  diminished  as  a  result  of 
the  fact  that  his  plan  was  not  being  implemented  and  was  flounder- 
ing. I  can  recall  him  coming  to  me  and  asking  me  if  I  could  do 
anything.  I  told  him  I  could  not. 

^^enator  Er-vtcx.  Now,  do  you  not  know  that  this  plan  was  approved 
for  use  by  the  President  without  the  prior  knowledge  of  'Mr.  Mitchell  ? 

Mr.  De.an.  I  do  not  know  that  for  a  fact,  no,  sir.  "WTien  I  talked 
to  Mr.  Mitchell  about  it,  it  had  reached  the  stage  that  they  wanted 
to  do  something,  ilr.  Mitchell  and  I  talked  about  it  and  we  decided 
that  the  best  thing  to  do  was  to  create  the  TEC  and  that  would  pos- 
sibly satisfv  everybody's  request  to  do  something. 

Senator  ER^^x.  Now,  the  lEC,  in  effect,  was  a  proposal  to  set  up 
a  group  representing  or  rcpirsentatives  from  the  FBI,  CIA,  NSA, 
DIA,  and  the  counterintelligence  units  of  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  to  furnish  information  about  the  actii-ities  of  all  of  these  agen- 
cies to  the  Wliite  House? 

Mr.  Dk.\x.  I  believe  that  is  correct,  but  I  believe  that  at  that  time 
also,  the  military — I  am  not  sure  they  were  involved  because  they  had 
already  made  a  decision  that  they  were  not  going  to  do  any  domestic 

_£lligence  work. 

.'Senator  Ervtx.  Now.  as  a  lawver,  vou  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
section  403(d)  (?.)  of  title  50  of  the  United  States  Code  prnndes  that 
the  CIA  "shall  have  no  police,  subpena,  law  enforcement  powers,  or 
internal  security  functions" 

Mr.  Dean.  Domestically. 

Senator  Ervix.  Yes;  internal  security  functions. 

Mr.  Deax.  Yes;  I  was  entirely  aware  of  that.  I  was  not  specifically 
aware  of  the  statute. 
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Th\:rsi:'av.    Soct.    17.    1^:^70 

S  45      Saw  V/ill  Wilson  with  Mr.    Nichols 


8  50     Saw  J.    Kushen 

9  10     Ivlet  with  niid'.vestern  inavors   on  terrorism  with 

Mr.    Wilson  and  Nichols  of  Criminal  Div.  ;  Mr. 
Gunther  of  Conf.    of  U.S.    Mayors,    Senator  Hruska  aind 
Cong.  -McGregor; 

10  45    Above  held  press  conference  in  DAG's  office 

11  00     saw  Will  Wilson 

11  25    Retd.   John  Alexander's  <-all  &  t. 
11  36     Called  Norm  Carlson  8c  t, 

11  40     saw  Senator  Bellmon  and  staff  aide 

12  01     called  Henry  Kissinger  h.  t. 

12  04     called  Gov.    Reagan  &;  t.  " 

iZ  iO     i^eit  for  CIA  in  V'a.    to  have  lunch  with  Director  Helm 


2  38  Pete  Flanigan  called  &  t. 

2  50  Saw  Ken  Rosen 

3  05  Kevin  Phillips  called  &c  t. 
I  3  22  Saw  John  Dean 

4  00  Pete  Flanigan  called  &  t. 
4  05  DAG  called  &  t. 

4  10  Saw  Alexander  Hehmeyer  oi  Chicago 

4  33  called  Vv'ally  Johnson  &  t. 

5-00  Attended  Staff  :/'eeting   (Dr.    Kissinger,    speaker) 
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26.5     JOHN  DEM  MEMORANDUM,   SEPTEMBER  18,    1970 
THE  WHire   HOUSE 

WAS  H  '  M  G  TO  N 


TOP  SECRET 


liEMORAIIEuI  FOR 


EepteTfDcr  18^  I97O 


^^\CZ  Or    ;>,,^,^ 


/T        ^SCZiVE 


ED 


\\ 


THE  ATT0?u3Y  CEITEBAL 


Pursuant  to  our  conversation  yesterday,  September  17,  19T0^  I 
BU^Sest  the  follovfln^  procedures  to  conrnence  our  doziestic 
intelligence  operation  as  quicivly  as  possible . 

1.  Intera.'-^encY  Donestic  Intellir^nce  Unit.  A  key  to  the 
jntire  operation  irill  be  the  creation  of  a  interagency  intelligence 
unit  for  both  o-rorotir\niL  ^-"'^  evaluation  purposes.  Obiriously, 
the  selection  oz'   persons  to  this  unit  vrill  be  of  vital  irportc.ncs 
to  the  success  of  the  mission.  As  ^re  discussed,  the  selection 
of  the  personnel  for  this  unit  is  an  appropriate  first  step 
for  several  reasons.  First,  effective  coordination  of  the 
different  agencies  must  be  developed  at  an  early  stage  through  tha 
ectablishr.cnt  of  the  unit.   Second,  Hoover  has  indicated  a  strong 
opposition  to  the  creation  of  such  a  unit  ?ni,  to  bring  the  TZl 
fully  on  board,  this  seems  an  appropriate  first  step  to  guarantee 
their  proper  and  full  participation  in- the  progra.-u.  'fnird,  the 
urdt  can  serve  to  make  appropriate  recOiTJiieniaticns  for  the  tj^'pe 
of  intelligence  that  should  bo  irjr.eiiately  piu.'si'.;d  by  the  variou?; 
agencies.  In  regard  to  this  third  point,  I  bsliavo  '..'e  agreed 
that  it  vould  be  inappropria.te  to  have  anj'  blarucet  ren-.oval  of 
restrictions;  rather,  the  nost  appropriate  procedure  -.rouJLd  be 
to  decide  on  the  tjoje  of  intelligence  ;:e  need,  based  on  an 
essessnent  of  the  recorr.-endations  of  this  unit,  and  then  to 
proceed  to  I'enove  the  restraints  as  necessary  to  obtain  s;',ch 
iLtciligence. 

To  proceed  to  create  the  interagency  intelligence  un.it, 
p-articularly  the  evaluation  group  or  cci^ittee,  I  i-ecor.T.end  that 
^;e  request  the  names  of  fovr   rc-inees  frcn  each  of  ch.^  incelligenr:-:; 


c-.-y  vary  ?3 

be  apr.oir.c--:;!.  inib 

xerscnal  ro~:.-or.en 


gaxn  e:-:v>ev^cnce , 
TTi-  f--,-  -^-.-• 


al-O  ci:  involve 


■.■.■^.■- 


i^ecause 


procecdinj.; 

it  voull  pi'cbably  be 


n;  ;va  ^encv  :■.:.■: :c:3   ci 
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heads;  bovcver,  I  feel  that  It  is  er,3cn.tial  tl;at  ycu  -.'orl;  this 
out  vith  Hoover  befor.^  I  have  any  decilir.^.s  \o.th  him  directly. 

2.  Housirv"^.  We  discussed  the  approprir.t''  housing  of 
this  operation  aad,  upoa  refioccicn,  I  bclie'/e  that  rather 
than  a  \rnite  rlouso  staffer  lookitig  for  suitable  space ^  that 
a  professional  intelligence  person  should  be  assigned  the  task 
of  location  such  space.  Accordiagly,  I  would  suggest  that 
a  request  be  made  that  Mr .  Hoover  assign  an  agent  to  this 
task.  Ip.  connection  "rith  the  housing  problem,  I  thinic  cericus 
consideration  must  be.  given  uo  the  appropriate  Justice  Depart- 
Eieat  cover  for  the  doniestic  intelligence  operation.  Me 
discussed  yesterday  usir_[^  IDIJ  as  a  cover  and  as  I  indicated 
I  believe  that  that  is  a  rrost  appropriate  cover.  I  belj^eve 
that  it  is  generally  felt  that  IDIU  is  already  a  far  r.ore  ex- 
tensive intelligence  operation  than  has  been  mentioned  publicly. 
Cud  that  the  IDIU  operation  cover  would  eliminate  the  problem 
of  discovering  a  new  intelligence  operation  in  the  Depart~.ent 
of  Justice.  Kbirever,  I  have  reservations  about  the  personnel 
in  JDIU  and  its  present  operation  activities  and  would  suggest 
that  tbcy  either  be  given  a  isinor  function  -t.-ithin  the  ne'.r 
intelllgence  operation  or  that  the  staff  be  completely  recoved. 
I  have  had  only  incidental  deeJ-ings  ■.vith  the  personnel,  other 
than  Jia  De"/ane,  and  cannot  speak  to  their  discretion  and 
loyalty  for  such  an  operation.  I  do  not  believe  that  Jim 
De'/ine  is  capable  of  any  r.ajor  position  within  the  ne^r 
intelligence  operation,  iiowever,  I  do  believe  that  he  could 
help  perpetuate  the  cover  and  he  has  evidenced  a  loyalty  to  you, 
the  Deputy  and  other  key  people  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
despite  his  strong  -links  ".rith  the  prior  Adjdni  strati  on.  I 
vciald  defer  to  your  j'-'-ies'—^-''^^  of  course,  on  any  reccrzuendation 
regarding  Jim  Devine's  continued  presence  in  such  an  intelligence 
operation. 

3-  Asslst?.nt  to  Attorney  General.  We  also  discussed  the 
need  for  you  to  have  a  right  hani  r.an  to  assist  in  running  this 
operation.  It  vould  seem  that  vrhat  is  needed  is  v.  nan  with 
edninlstracive  s'^lLIIs,  a  sensitivity  to  the  implications  of  the 
current  radical  and  subversive  -lovoments  './ittiin  the  United 
St-ates,  and  preferably,  some  background  in  intelligence  work. 
To  meintain  the  cover,  I  w'ould  thin^;  ic  appropriate  for  the  man 
to  he.ve  a  la-.'  degree  in  that  h^  id-ll  be  a  part  of  f.ie  D^varcnent 
of  Ju3:ire.  Voa  sugrertco.  th:;  po;s\bilix.y  of  uiiir.g  a  pvoiecucor 
vbo  had  hal  c^rr-erienre  vith  ca:;e"  cf  this  t.-^^e.  AccerdinglVj  I 
have  jpok.en  •.-'ith  H:..rlin-_;-.en  V,';>_-.-.  to  a.:.k  him  to  sub. /.it  chj  ~:s.o:i 
or  fi-.-e  A^oietant  U.  3.  A:tova-_.s  \::'.o   h;.vc  hal  e::rerience  ic 
t'.ealing  -srith  demonstratio.\s  c-:   riot  t:."pe  caoos  and  wh3  c::2 
-.ature  ir:di\l-duals  tha^  mljht  ho  a.propriately  givv^n  a  Eea^iti*.'e 


\'>"-"'  f,- 
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assignncnt  in  the  Bepart-.ent  of  Justice.     I  did  not  diccuss  tha 
catter  ir\  any  fLirthsr  do -ail  -.rlz'a  vJood  other  than  to  reauost  tha 
subTdssion  of  5C.~3   norraaees.     I  •..'ould  also  like  to  suss^st  that 
ve  req.Liest  nanies  from  tho  va^-ious  intellicencf?  agencies  iavolvci 
for  psrsonnel  that  r.i^ht  he  anrx-03>riafcely  involved  in  tills  activity 
or  vho  ai^ht  ssrve  af^  year  assistant. 

la  sTi'-^^'^ry,  I  reccrir.and  the   follo;dng  inirediate  action: 

(1)  Ycu  neat  ;d.th  Ilcover,   explain  vhat  ir.ust  "oe  dene,  and 
req,uest  his  no:irin2es  for  the  interagency  unit. 

(2)  Ycu  request  that  Hoover  assign  an  agent  to  the  taslc 
of  locating  appropriate  housing  for  the  operations . 

(3)  1  request  that  other  involved  intelligence  agencies 
BUliait  nominees   for  the  interagency  unit. 

(^)     I  request  fron  the  a.r^encies  narr.es  of  appropriate 
per§onnsl  for  assignment  t'o  the  operation. 

Finally,  I  '.rcald  suggest  that  you  call  vee;J.y  ceetings  to 
Eooitor  the  proolems  as  they  emerge  and  to  ciake  certain  that  ve 
ere  moving  this  "orograni  into  implementation  as  quicU.y  as  possibls. 

■■         ^/ 

?  jo;:: 


/  Ja:':[  DEA^I 


IT.B.  Boo  Halder^^.n  has  suggested  to  me  that  if  you  '.roiLld  like 

him  to  join  ycu  in  a  meeting  vith  rloover  he  irill  he  happy 
to  do  so. 


TO?  SrC?Z? 
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26.6       SUmiABY  OF  TOM  CHARLES  HUSTON  TESTIMONY^ 
JULY  9,    1973,   HOUSE  AHMED  SERVICES  COM- 
MITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    1415-16 


The  testimony  of  Tom  Charles  Huston,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  conraiittee. 

Mr.  Huston  testified  on  July  9,  1973,  and  in  that  testimony 
stated  that  in  late  August  or  early  September,  1970  Haldeman  had  told 
Huston  that  John  Dean  would  thereafter  have  responsibilities,  as  counsel 
for  the  President,  for  all  matters  relating  to  internal  security  and 
domestic  intelligence.   Huston  believed  that  this  shift  in  responsibilities 
resulted  from  Hoover's  irritation  at  Huston's  recommendations  in  connection 
with  the  Special  Report.   Huston  met  shortly  thereafter  with  Dean  and  re- 
viewed the  plan  and  the  fact  that  Dean  would  assume  responsibility  for  it 
thereafter. 
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27.     In  or  before  December  1970  the  Intelligence  Evaluation  Committee 
was  created  to  improve  coordination  among  the  intelligence  community  and 
to  prepare  evaluations  and  estimates  of  domestic  intelligence. 
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Kiinzif,  who  is  now  iin  associate  judge  of  the  U.S.  Court 
of  Claims. 

Mr.  Sampson  has  been  Acting  Administnitor  of  Gen- 
eral Services  since  June  2,  1972.  He  joined  the  General 
Scn'iccs  Administration  in  1959  as  Commissioner  of  the 
Federal  Supply  Senlce.  From  1970  to  1972  he  was  Com- 
missioner of  the  Public  Buildintrs  Ser^•ice  in  GSA  and  the 
fir^t  D.-puiy  Adrninlotrator  of  CS.A  for  Special  Projects. 

He  came  to  the  General  Services  Administration  after 
6  years  in  Pennsylvania  State  government,  where  he  was 
secretary  of  adnainistration  and  budget  secretary  under 
Gov.  Raymond  P.  Shafcr,  and  deputy  secretary  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  W.  Scranton.  Prior  to  entering  government 
sen-ice,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  bom  on  October  8,  1 926,  in  Warren, 
R.I.  He  received  his  B.S.  degree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  1951  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

Active  in  several  professional  organizations,  Mr.  Samp- 
son was  presented  the  Synergy  III  Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  advancement  of  archite<:ture  by 
the  Society  of  American  Registered  Architects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  was  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary 
member  of  the  American  Institute  of  Architects. 

He  and  his  wife,  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

>'OTe:  For  the  Prwident's  statement  upon  announcing  hlj  intention 
to  nominate  Mr.  Saxnp^on,  see  the  preceding  item- 


I  The  Watergate  Investigation 

[  Statements  by  the  Prendrnt.     May  22,  1973 

Recent  ncvvs  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  the 
Watergate  investigations  have  given  grossly  misleading 
impressions  of  many  of  the  facts,  as  they  relate  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  unrelated  activities  involving  na- 
tional security. 

Already,  on  the  basis  of  second-  and  third-hand  hearsay 
testimony  by  persons  either  convicted  or  themselves  under 
investigation  in  the  case,  I  have  found  myself  accused  of 
involvement  in  activities  I  never  heard  of  until  I  read 
about  them  in  news  accounts. 

These  impressions  could  also  lead  to  a  serious  misunder- 
standing of  those  national  security  activities  v^'hich,  though 
totally  unrelated  to  Watergate,  have  become  entangled  in 
the  case.  They  could  lead  to  further  comprcmlse  of  sensi- 
tive M.iti'jnnl  security  information. 


I  will  not  abandon  my  responsibilities.  I  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  was  elected  to  do. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  as  I  .know  them  as  they  relate  to  my  own  role. 

^Vith  regard  to  the  specific  allegations  that  have  been 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically : 

1.  I.  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in,  nor  was  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
efforts  that  may  have  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  offer  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  offer. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  untU  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  effort  to  provide  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to-  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CLA  m  the  Watergate, 
matter. 

6.  It  was  not  imtil  the  time  of  my  own  investigatioQ 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
Ellsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Bymc. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tacdcs. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  have  specifically  stated  that  c.xecudv; 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing possible  criminal  conduct  or  discussions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  imder  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  acdons  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  ^V?.tcrgatc  affair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  Presidetit 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  has  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  arc  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operadons  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  Watergate  have  become 
entangled  in  the  case. 

As  a  result,  some  national  security  mformation  has 
already  been  made  public  through  court  orders,  through 
the  subpoenaing  of  documents,  and  through  testimony 
witnesses  have  given  in  judicial  and  Congrcss:o.-.al  pro- 
ceeduigs.  Other  sensitive  documents  are  now  threatened 
wit.h  disclosure.  Continued  silence  about  those  operatio.TS 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  would 
also  serve  to  perpetuate  a  gro.^sly  distorted  \iew — which 
recent  parti.il  dlirlosurcs  have  given — of  the  nature  ajid 
purpose  of  those  operations. 
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i;i;r.'..jr.'\n..iii;r.  of  the  opuoru  approved.  Ait>^  rccunjiJcr- 
r.tir.i';,  Iv.-v.rvcr,  promp;ed  by  the  opposition  of  Ducc'.or 
Hoover,  ihe  ag'^ncies  were  notined  5  days  hiter,  on  July  23, 
Aat  the  approval  had  been  rescinded.  The  options  initially 
approved  had  included  resumption  of  certain  intdliger.ee 
operatici'.s  which  had  been  suspended  lii  1955.  Th:se  Ln 
tarr.  had  included  authorization  for  surreptitious  entry — 
brealdng  and  entirin^,  in  efiect — on  specified  categoris 
of  Ur^^et;  in  specL'icd  situations  related  to  national 
security. 

Because  the  approval  was  vvithdrasvn  before  it  had 
bee.T  implemented,  the  net  result  was  that  the  plan  for 
expanded  Litelligencs  acti-.-ities  never  went  into  effect 

The  documents  speiJing  out  this  1970  plan  are  ex- 
tremely sensitive.  They  include — and  are  based  upon — 
assessments  of  certain  foreign  intelligence  capabilities  and 
procedures,  which  of  course  must  remain  secret.  It  was 
this  unused  plan  and  related  documents  that  Joan  Dean 
removed  from  the  ^Vhite  House  and  placed  in  a  safe 
deposit  box,  giving  the  keys  to  Judge  Sirica.  The  same 
plan,  stiil  unused,  is  being  headlined  today. 
"^Coordination  among  our  intelligence  agencies  con- 
tinued to  fall  short  of  our  national  security  needs.  In 
July  1570,  having  earlier  discontinued  the  FBI's  liaison 
with  the  CIA,  Director  Hoover  ended  the  FBI's  normal 
liaison  v/ith  all  other  agencies  except  the  White  House. 
To  help  remedy  thb,  an  Intelligence  Evaluation  Com- 
mittee was  created  in  December  1970.  Its  members  in- 
cluded representatives  of  the  White  House,  CL\  FBI, 
N5.\,  the  Departments  of  Justice,  Treasury,  and  Defense, 
and  the  Secret  Seriice. 

The  Intelligence  Evaluation  Committee  and  its  stafi 
were  in.^.ructed  to  improve  coordination  among  the  in- 
telliger.ce  community  and  to  p.'cpare  evaluations  and  esti- 
mates of  dorrestic  intelligence.  I  understand  that  its 
activities  arc  now  under  in%-estigation.  I  did  not  authorize 
nor  do  I  have  any  knowledge  of  any  illegal  acti-.-ity  by 
this  Committee.  If  it  went  beyond  its  charter  and  did  en- 
gage in  any  illegal  activities,  it  was  totally  without  my 
knj%  ledge  or  authority. 

The  S?£CUl  Ln-vestigattons  Unit 

Or.  Sunday,  June  13,  197!,  The  New  York  Times  pub- 
lished the  firs:  instalLment  of  what  came  to  be  known  as 
"The  Pentagon  Papers."  Not  unci!  a  few  hours  before 
publication  did  any  responsible  Government  official  know 
that  they  had  been  stolen.  Most  niriciaJs  did  not  Lnow  they 
e.xiLtcd.  Xo  senior  o.fnciaJ  of  the  Government  had  read 
them  or  knew  with  ceitainty  w'lat  tfiey  contained. 

.-V:l  t'n;  Cove.'nment  knev/,  at  first,  was  that  the  paoers 
con:priscd  4-7  volumes  and  so.me  7,C00  p<-ges,  which  !i:'.d 
j-.-n  tal-:  jn  i.-'ini  the  nK.jt  sen_;itive  files  of  the  Dep- rtmcnts 
of  Sta"e  and  Deier.«  and  the  CI.-\,  covering  mihtar/  and 
'iiO-C'"acje  n'.O'.t-s  in  a  \».\r  that  wr_,  siitl  roing  on. 


'■. iorcovcr,  ainaj:>rity  Oi  ihe  documents  published  wiiii 
the  hrst  three  installments  i.--.  The  Times  itad  not  been 
included  in  tiie  •i-7-voiume  study — raising  serious  cues- 
tions  a'oout  '.vhat  and  how  much  else  mi^ht  have  been 
taken. 

Ilirre  was  ever/  retison  to  bd-.eve  this  was  a  security 
leak  of  unprecedented  proportions. 

It  created  a  situation  in  which  the  ability  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  carry  on  foreign  relations  even  in  tiic  best  of 
circumstances  could  have  been  severely  compromised. 
Other  governments  no  longer  knc;>  whether  they  could 
deal  wth  the  United  States  in  confidence.  Ag?init  the 
background  of  the  delicate  ncgctiat-ons  the  United  States 
v/as  then  involved  in  on  a  number  of  fronts — with  regard 
to  Vietnam,  China,  the  Middle  East,  nuclear  arms  limi- 
tations, U.S.-Soviet  relations,  and  others — in  which  the 
utmost  degree  of  confidentiality  was  vital,  it  posed  a  threat 
so  grave  as  to  require  extraordinary  actions. 

Therefore  during  the  week  fo'ilowing  the  Pentagon 
Papers  publicatioa,  I  approved  the  creation  of  a  Special 
Invesiigatiotu  Unit  ^vichin  the  Wliite  House — which  later 
caune  to  be  known  as  the  "plumbers."  This  was  a  small 
group  at  the  White  House  whose  principal  purpose  was 
to  stop  security  leaks  and  to  investigate  othir  sensitive 
security  matters.  I  looked  to  John  Ehxlichman  for  the 
supersTsion  of  this  group. 

Egil  Krogh,  Mr.  Ehj-iichman's  assistant,  vs-as  put  in 
charge.  David  Young  was  added  to  this  unit,  as  werrr 
E.  Howard  Hunt  and  G.  Gordon  Liddy. 

The  urut  operated  under  extremely  tight  security  rules. 
Its  existence  and  functions  were  known  only  to  a  very  few 
persons  at  the  'White  House.  These  included  Messrs. 
Haldeman,  Ehrlich.man,  and  Dean. 

At  about  the  tune  the  unit  was  created,  Daniel  Ells- 
berg  was  identified  as  the  person  who  had  given  the  Penta- 
gon Papers  to  The  New  York  Times.  I  told  Mr.  Krogh 
that  as  a  matter  of  first  priority,  t!'.e  unit  should  find  out 
all  i:  could  about  Mr.  Elisberg's  associates  and  his  n'.otives. 
Becai-ie  of  tlie  extreme  gr?.\-!t}-  of  the  situation,  and  not 
then  knowing  what  additional  national  secrets  Mr.  Ells- 
berg  might  disclose,  I  did  impress  upon  Mr.  Krogh  the 
vita]  importance  to  the  national  security  of  his  assign- 
ment. I  did  not  authorize  and  had  no  knowledge  of  any 
illegal  means  to  be  used  to  achieve  this  .goal. 

However,  because  of  the  em.phasis  I  put  on  the  crucial 
importance  of  protecting  the  national  security,  I  can 
understand  how  highly  motivated  individuals  could  have 
fc't  justified  in  engaging  in  specific  acti'v-ides  that  I  would 
have  d'-=approved  had  they  been  brought  to  my  atter.tioru 

Consequently,  as  President,  I  m.au  and  do  assume  re- 
sponsibility for  s-.ich  actions  despite  t're  fact  that  I  at  no 
time  approved  or  had  knowledge  of  them. 

I  also  :'_ssigned  the  i:ni"  a  ni.irr.bcr  of  other  investigatory 
matters,  dealing  in  part  witi-t  comciiing  an  .iccurr.te  rec- 
ord o!  events  relaLed  to  the  'v'ic'.r.a.'T!  v/ar,  on  which  t'ne 
Govcinment's  recorHs  were  inaijcjatc  ima;;v  c.re'. ious 
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li<Tence-gatheiin<x  capability  of  the  Goveininent  i-ecrarclinjr  demonstra- 
tions prevailed  throu<rli  rny  tenure  at  the  Justice  Department  and 
the  White  House,  and  I  was  heai-iiipr  complaints  from  tlie  President 
pei-sonally  as  late  ns  ^farch  12  of  this  year. 

It  waswhen  I  joined  the  White  House  staff  in  July  of  1970  that 
I  became  fully  aware  of  the  extent  of  concern  at  the  "\A'liite  House 
resardinsr  demonstrations  and  intelliL'^ence  information  relatina:  to 
demonstrators.  It  was  at>|)ro.\imatelv  1  month  after  I  arrived  at  the 
"\'\Tiite  House  that  I  was  informed  about  the  project  that  had  been 
goin<^ on  before  I  arrixcd  to  restructure  the  Goveinment's  intelligence- 
gathering  capacities  vis-a-vis  demonstrators  and  domestic  radicals. 
The  revised  domestic  intelligence  plan  was  submitted  in  a  document 
forwarded  for  the  President's  appi'oval. 

The  committee  has  in  its  possession  a  copy  of  that  document  and 
certain  related  memorandums  pursuant  to  the  order  of  Judge  Sirica. 
After  I  was  told  of  the  Presidentially  approved  plan,  that  called  for 
bugging,  burglarizing,  mailcovers,  and  the  like,  T  was  instructed  bv 
Haldeman  to  see  what  I  could  do  to  get  the  plan  implemented.  I 
thought  the  plan  was  totally  uncalled  for  and  unjustified.  I  talked  with 
Mitchell  about  the  plan,  and  he  said  he  knew  there  was  a  great  desire 
at  the  White  House  to  see  the  plan  implemented,  but  he  agreed  fully 
with  FBI  Director  Hoover,  who  opposed  the  plan,  witli  one  excep- 
tion :  ]\Iitchell  thought  that  an  interagency  evaluation  committee  might 
be  useful,  because  it  was  not  good  to  have  the  FBI  standing  alone  with- 
out the  information  of  other  intelligence  agencies  and  the  sharing  of 
information  is  always  good  and  avoids  duplication.  After  my  conver- 
sation with  Mitchell,  T  write  a  memorandum  rcouesting  that  the  evalu- 
ation committee  be  established,  and  the  restraints  could  be  removed 
later.  I  told  Mr.  Haldeman  that  the  only  way  to  proceed  was  one  step 
at  a  time,  and  this  could  be  an  important  first  step.  He  agreed. 

e  Interagency  Evaluation  Committee  (lEC)  as  it  was  referred 
to,  was  created,  as  I  recall,  in  early  1971.  I  requested  that  Jack  Caul- 
field,  who  had  been  assigned  to  mv  office,  to  serve  as  t)ie  "\Miite  House 
liaison  to  the  lEC.  and  when  Mr. "Caul field  left  the  "\Miite  House.  Mr. 
David  Wilson  of  my  staff  served  as  liaison.  I  am  imaware  of  the  lEC 
ever  having  engaged  in  any  illegal  activities  or  assignments,  and  cer- 
tainly no  such  assignment  was  ever  requested  by  my  office.  The  i-eports 
from  the  lEC,  or  summaries  of  the  reports  were  forwarded  to  ifr. 
Haldeman  and  sometimes  Ehrlichman. 

In  addition  to  the  intelligence  reports  fi-om  the  TEC.  my  office  also 
received  regular  intclliL'ence  reports  legardingdemonstratoi-s  and  radi- 
cal groups  from  the  FBI  and  on  some  occasions,  from  the  CIA.  A 
member  of  my  staff  would  review  the  material  to  determine  if  it 
should  be  foi-warded  to  Mr.  PTaldeman — that  is.  for  bringing  to  the 
Pre.sident's  attention — or  sent  to  another  member  of  the  staff  who 
lijrlit  have  an  interest  in  the  contents  of  the  i-e]>ort. 

The  committee  has  in  its — ^Mr.  Chairman,  from  time  to  time,  T  am 
going  to  skip  paits  of  the  statement  in  an  effort  to  make  sure  that  I 
can  move  as  quicklv  as  pos-^ible  and  get  the  statement  ci>mpletod  in  as 
.short  a  time  as  possible. 

Senator  Envix.  T  bi-licve  it  is  inipnit;int  to  read  the  whole  statement 
since  you  thought  it  v,:i-  inipoi-tant  enough  to  write  it. 

Mr.  Df.ax.  T  will  Ipiii'M-  tlie  chairman's  wish. 
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space,  that  a  professional  intelligence  person  should  be  assigned  the  task  ot  locat- 
ing such  space.  Accordingly,  I  would  suggest  ^hat  a  request  be  made  that  Mr. 
Hoover  assign  an  agent  to  this  task.  In  connection  with  the  housing  problem,  I 
think  serious  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  appropriate  Justice  Department 
cover  for  the  domestic  intelligence  operation.  We  discuase<l  yesterday  using  IDIU 
as  a  cover  and  as  I  indicated  I  believe  that  that  Is  a  most  appropriate  cover  I 
beUeve  that  it  is  generaUy  felt  that  IDIU  is  already  a  far  more  extensive  intelli- 
gence operation  than  has  been  mentioned  publicly,  and  that  the  IDIU  operation 
cover  wonld  eliminate  the  problem  of  discovering  a  new  intelUgence  operation  in 
the  Department  of  Justice.  However,  I  have  reservations  at)out  the  personnel  in 
IDIU  and  its  present  operation  activities  and  would  suggest  that  they  either  be 
given  a  minor  function  within  the  new  intelligence  operation  or  that  the  staff  be 
completely  removed.  I  have  had  only  incidental  deall-ngs  with  the  personnel  other 
than  Jlzn  Devine,  and  cannot  speak  to  their  discretion  and  lovalty  for  such  an 
operation.  I  do  not  believe  that  Jim  Devine  Is  capable  of  any  major  position 
wvthin  the  new  Intelligence  operation.  However,  I  do  believe  that  he  couid  help 
perpetnate  the  cover  and  he  has  evidenced  a  loyalty  to  you,  the  Deputy  and 
other  key  people  In  the  Department  of  Justice,  despite  bis  strong  links  with  the 
prior  Administration.  I  would  defer  to  your  judgment,  of  course,  on  any  recom- 
mendation regarding  Jim  Devlne's  continued  presence  in  such  an  inteiMeence 
operation. 

3.  Aa^atant  to  Attorney  General.  We  also  discussed  the  need  for  you  to  have 
a  right  hand  man  to  assist  in  running  this  operation.  It  wonld  seem  that  what 
is  needed  is  a  man  with  administrative  skills,  a  sensiUvlty  to  the  Implications  of 
the  current  radical  and  subversive  movements  •withla  the  United  States  and 
preferably,  some  background  lu  Intelligence  work.  To  maintain  the  cover- 1  would 
.^  H  appropriate  for  the  man  to  have  a  law  degree  in  that  he  will  be  a  part 
of  the  Department  of  Justice.  You  suggested  the  possibility  of  using  a  prosecutor 
who  had  had  experience  with  cases  of  this  type.  Accordingly,  I  have  spoken 
with  Harhngton  Wood  to  ask  him  to  submit  the  names  of  five  Assistant  U  S 
Attorneys  who  have.had  experience  in  deabng  with  demonstrations  or  riot  type 
cases  and  who  are  mature  individuals  that  might  be  appropriately  given  a  sensi- 
tive assignment  in  the  Department  of  Justice.  I  did  not  discuss  the  matter  in  any 
further  detail  with  Wood  other  than  to  request  the  submission  of  some  nominees 
I  would  also  like  to  suggest  that  we  request  names  from  the  various  intelligence 
agencies  involved  for  personnel  that  might  be  appropriately  involved  in  this 
activity  or  who  might  serve  as  your  assistant. 

In  summary,  I  recommend  the  follo^ng  immediate  action : 

(1)  Tou  meet  with  Hoover,  explain  what  must  be  done,  and  request  his 
nominees  for  the  interagency  unit. 

(2)  Yon  request  that  Hoover  assign  an  agent  to  the  task  of  locating 
appropriate  housing  for  the  operations. 

(3)  I  request  that  other  Involved  intelligence  agencies  submit  nominees 
for  the  interagency  unit. 

(4)1  request  from  the  agencies  names  of  appropriate  personnel  for  assign- 
ment to  the  operation. 
Finally,  I  would  suggest  that  you  call  weekly  meetings  to  monitor  the  problems 
as  they  emerge  and  to  make  certain  that  we  are  moving  this  program  into  imple- 
mentation as  quickly  as  possible. 

It  was  signed,  and  had  a  note  at  the  bottom. 

Bob  Haldeman  has  suggested  to  me  that  if  you  would  like  Mm  to  join  yon 
in  a  meeting  with  Hoover  he  will  be  happy  to  do  so. 

Senator  Wetcker.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Dean. 

Xow.  this,  in  other  words,  refers  to  that  portion  of  vonr  statement 
vesterdav  where  vou  sav :  "I  wrote  a  memorandum  reouesting  that  the 
Evaluation  Committee  be  established  and  that  the  strings'~could  be 
removed  later.  I  told  Haldeman  that  the  only  way  to  proceed  would 
be  one  step  at  a  time  and  this  would  be  an  important  first  step  and  he 
agreed." 
-  ^fr.  I>E.\x.  That  is  correct. 

I  miffht  footnote  that  with  the  remark  that  I  was  ouite  aware  of  a 
Great  interest  in  the  matter,  and  after  some  discussions  with  Mr. 
Huston,  who  still  had  a  hope  that  the  entire  plan  would  be  adopted, 
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I  had  reached  the  conchTsion  that  there  was  no  way  the  whole  plan 
was  goinj;  to  be  adopted  and  that  the  only  thing  that  was  essential 
was  the  lEC  and  that  this  would  satisfy  everybody  that  we  were  at 
least  doing  something  to  solve  the  problem  and  this  was  a  first  step 
that  seemed  to  solve  or  to  resolve  that  pressure  with  everybody. 

Senator  Weicker.  So,  after  this  memorandum  was  written,  you  pro- 
ceeded to  set  up  the  lEC  insofar  as  the  structure,  the  placing  of  it,  in 
the  Internal  Security  Division,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Deax.  I  think  what  liappened  is,  and  I  am  not  terribly  familiar 
with  the  mechanics  of  how  this  actually  did  occur,  I  believe  that  'Mr. 
Mitchell  did  have  a  convei-sation  with  "^Ir.  Hoover  and  reached  some 
agreement  as  to  their  participation.  I  don't  know  how  the  decision 
was  made  to  place  it  in  the  Internal  Security  unit,  but  I  did  learn 
about  it  at  some  point  because  they  told  me  they  had  space  that  they 
had  set  aside  in  the  Internal  Security  unit's  office,  which  was  separate 
and  apart  from  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  main  Department  of 
Justice. 

And  I  had  learned  that  Mr.  Doherty  would  be  sort  of  the  man  that 
would  be  heading  the  operation  initially. 

Senator  Weicker.  ]\Iay  I  ask  you  this  question  in  relation  to  Mr. 
Doherty? 

Was  there  any  discussion  at  this  time  about  this  unit's  first  head 
being  Mr.  Earl  Sharp? 

■Mr.  Dean*.  Yes,  there  was. 

ilr.  Ehrlichman  was  aware  of  this  as  well  and  Judge  Sharp,  who 
was  a  friend  of  ilr.  Ehrlichman's,  apparently  had  been — as  I  recall, 
he  was  an  elective  judge  and  he  either  hadn't  been  reelected  or  some- 
thing of  that  nature,  an  appointment  had  run  out,  and  he  was  not 
currently  sitting  on  the  bench  anywhere,  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  thought 
this  wovdd  be  an  excellent  thing  for  him  to  do  and  invited  him  to 
come  to  Washington. 

We  had  a  number  of  meetings  on  it  and  the  more  he  looked  at  it, 
the  less  he  decided  he  wanted  to  pet  involved  in  it. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  that  the  first  head  was  Mr.  John  Doherty? 

Mr.  Deax.  I  believe  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  hold  anv  discussions  in  your  office  with 
Mr.  Sharp  or  Mr.  Doherty  relative  to  the  lEC  ? 

Mr.  Deax.  I  am  sure  probably  with  both  individuals,  yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  what  other  persons  would  have  been  present 
at  those  meetings? 

Mr.  Deax.  Well,  I  can't  recall  anybody  else  being  present  when  I 
talked  to  Judrre  Sliari).  I  know  that — I  do  recall  tlia^  when  lie  decided 
that  he  wasn't  interested,  because,  one.  he  felt  he  didn't  know  much 
about  this  field,  that  he  would  have  a  whole  education  to  become  ac- 
quainted with  it — I  think  he  spent  a  couple  of  weeks  looking  into  the 
matter.  I  think  he  lenrncd  that  it  was  going  to  be  some  sort  of.  going 
to  be  a  .■secret  operation  that  he  would  be  running  in  tlie  Department 
of  Justice  and  lie  wanted  to  be  able  to  explain  iust  wliat  he  was  doiuir 
with  people  back  home  nnd  he  didn't  want  to  June  to  say,  I  i-an't  tell 
you  whaf-  T  am  doing  in  Wn?hiiigton. 

We  liad  a  luimber  of  discnssiou'^^  about  other  assiirmnents  for  him 
and  he  did  some  very  valuable  log;il  work  for  mv  office  in  conn.vti'.i!i 
with  .''onie  trade  matters  that  had  come  to  mv  office  Cor  rejobifion. 
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Senator  Weickeh.  Now,  Mr.  Dean,  then  Mr.  Doherty  "ivas  tlie  first 
head  and  he  was  succeeded  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  Deax.  I  believe  by  Mr.  Wells. 

Senator  Weicker.  By  Mr.  Bernard  Wells? 

jNIr.  De.\n.  Yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right. 

So  from  the  time  of  your  memorandum  at  the  time  of  your  talk 
with  Haldeman  as  to  the  setting  up  of  the  mechanics  of  the  operation, 
administering  of  details  of  the  operation,  docs  it  come  as  any  surprise 
to  you.  that  listed  under  the  Office  of  Anal_\-sis  and  Planning  in  tlic 
Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Justice  Departmi>nt  as  of  Ap:  I  \7\, 
1972,  is  a  listing  of  Bernard  Wells,  Executive  Director,  IDIU.  with 
Mr.  James  McGrath  and  Joyce  Webb  listed  under  that  ? 

Is  this  basically,  then,  the  plan  that  is  suggested  in  your  memoran- 
dum to  John  ilitchell  ? 

The  ink  marks  and  the  scribblings  are  mine  and  my  staff's. 

Mr.  De.vx.  I  can't  glean  an  awful  lot  from  this  chart. 

Senator  Weicker.  There  is  no  mention  of  lEC  there,  is  there  ? 

Mr.  De.\x.  No.  there  is  not,  and  the  documents  that  all  came  to  me 
were  clearly  marked  "lEC"  on  them  when  they  came  over. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  they  came  over  from  Mr.  Wells  ? 

Mr.  De.\x.  They  came  over  from  Mr.  Wells. 

Senator  Weicker.  Would  you  read  to  the  committee  what  ^Nlr.  Wells 
is  listed  as  in  that  document  ? 

Mr.  Dean.  Executive  Director.  IDIU. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  have  also  stated  that  to  the  best  of  your 
knowledge,  no  illegal  activities  were  conducted  by  the  lEC?  I  would 
like  to  get  into  the  matter  of  your  contacts.  Let  me  ask  you  one  ques- 
tion before  you  go  on  to  your  contacts  with  the  Internal  Security 
Division. 

Statements  have  been  made  that  there  was  a  rescission  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  1970  plan.  Why  all  this  business? 

Mr.  Dean.  Well,  as  I  said,  at  one  point — I  do  not  know  about  the 
rescission.  Tliat  is  something  that  I  do  not  know.  I  knew  that  theie 
was  a  squabble  going  on  between  principally  ^Ir.  Huston,  ropre.senting 
the  VHiite  House,  and  the  FBI.  Mr.  Huston  talked  to  me  on  a  number 
of  occasions  about  the  matter.  I  knew  that  Mr.  IMitchell,  when  I  talked 
with  him  about  it,  both  telephonicaliy  and  when  I  met  with  him.  was 
opposed  to  the  grand  plan  that  is  in  that  manual,  and  I  think  what 
Mitchell  and  I  decided  was  the  best  coui'Se  was  to  do  the  minimum 
amount  possible  that  might  satisfy  people  that  something  was  being 
done.  And  that  was  to  create  the  lEC. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  it  is  possible,  then,  that  one  of  two  things 
might  have  liappened.  Either  there  could  have  been  a  rescission  bv  the 
President,  the  word  of  which  rescission  you  never  received.  That  is  a 
po.ssibility,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Deax.  Well,  I  note  that  their  memorandum  in  here  that  follow 
the  date  of  the  memorandum  I  sent  and  memorandum  I  had  not  seen, 
and  I  recall  that  ]Mr.  Huston  was  still  trying  to  do  something  about 
this, even  after  I  sent  that  memorandum. 

Senator  Wfjcker.  Yes.  but  let  me 

'Slv.  Deax.  So  to  answer  yonr  rinestion,  it  is  \ei-y  po-.-iblc  that  I 
would  not  ha\T  been  aware  of.  in  fact.  I  was  not  aware  at  all  of  a 
rescission. 
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Senator  Weicker.  It  is  also  possible  there  was  no  rescission- 
Mr.  Deax.  And  I  was  not  aware  in  full  of  an  approval.  I  had  a 

general  awareness  that,  you  know,  I  was  told  to  see  what  you  can  do  to 

get  this  plan  implemented. 

Senator  Weickeh-  But  insofar  as  your  firsthand  knowledge,  and  that 

is  all  I  am  interested  in 

Mr.  Dean.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  did  iraDlement  the  first  step  of  the  plan? 

Mr.  Deax.  That  is  correct. 


Senator  Weicker.  Now,  could  you  tell  this  committee  in  your  own 
words  of  any  other  contacts  that  you  had  with  the  Internal  Security 
Division  insofar  as  information  that  could  have  a  political  value  ?  Did 
you  have  any  contacts  with  the  Internal  Security  Division  yourself? 

Mr.  Dean.  As  I  mentioned  in  my  statement,  there  was  a  continual 
request  for  information  regarding  demonstrations  and  particularly 
information  that  would  embarrass  mdividuals  in  connection  with  their 
relationship  with  demonstrators  or  demonstration  leaders.  The  princi- 
pal liaison 

Senator  Weicker.  Outside  of  the  area  of  demonstrations,  did  any 
information  come  to  you  from  the  Internal  Security  Division  which 
Gould  have  a  political  value  ? 

Mr.  Dean.  I  am  sure  it  could  have,  but  without  looking  at  my  files, 
it  is  impossible  for  me  to  remember  what  might  be. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  have  any  direct  contact  with  Division  5 
of  the  FBI? 

Mr.  Dean.  Division  5  of  the  FBI  ? 

Senator  Weicker.  That  is  Mr.  Sullivan's  division. 

Mr.  Dean.  I  knew  Mr.  Sullivan,  but  I  do  not  recall  having  any  con- 
tact with  him  when  he  was  at  the  Internal  Security  Division. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  rieht :  with  the  CIA  ? 

Mr.  Dean.  No. 

Senator  Weicker.  With  the  Metropolitan  Police  ? 

Mr.  Dean.  I  talked  to  them — in  connection  with  demonstrations,  I 
had  a  number  of  conversations  with  the  Metropolitan  Police.  In  fact, 
I  had  on  my  telephone,  I  had  a  number  of  private  lines  that  would  go 
directly  to  command  posts  that  were  concerned  with  demonstrations. 
There  was  one  that  went  to  the  Defense  Department,  there  was  one 
that  went  to  the  -Tustice  Department,  to  what  I  should  call  the  old 
IDITJ  Unit,  which  did  become  operational  at  demonstration  time.  I 
had  contact,  a  telephone  line  to  the  Mavor's  command  post,  and  one  to 
the  Secret  Service  command  post.  So  during  demonstrations,  I  did 
receive  information  from  all  those  places. 

Senator  Weicker.  To  get  over  this  particular  area  ox  inquiry,  and  I 
do  not  want  to  prolonpr  it.  insofar  as  Division  5,  the  CIA,  the  Metro- 
politan Police,  military  intelMffence- 


Mr.  Dean.  I  am  not  aware  of  where  the  intelligence- 


Senator  Weicker.  Did  von  receive  any  information  from  these  en- 
tities which  was  of  a  political  nature — and  I  do  not  consider  informa- 
tion on  demonstrations  to  be  of  a  political  na+nre :  it  is  something  that 
couM  be  applied  to  all  sides — y>\\t  that  could  be  useful  politically? 

Mr.  Deax.  Senator.  T  would  like  to  be  able  to  tell  you  that  I  can 
recall,  but  I  cannot  recall  and  wViat  the  answer  mio^ht  be  to  resolve  the 
question  is  that  the  committee  might  want  to  go  throu<rh  my  files  and 
see  what  is  in  there  and  that  would  answer  the  question.  Because  I  have 
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]S[r.  MiTCTiEi,u  I  would  not  say  so,  Mr.  Thompson,  bpcause  of  the 
time  fiame  iiiteiveiiiii<i:  and  also  tlie  considpration  of  the  Interagency 
Evaluation  Commission — Committee — in  the  meantime.  I  thinlc  that 
was  somewhat  of  a  self-starter  later  on  caused  by  events  and  if  I  would 
have  to  guess,  without  knowing,  it  was  probably  generated  about  the 
time  of  the  Pentagon  Papers.  Now,  these  are  opinions  I  am  giving 
tn  you.  I  have  no  knowledge  on  it. 

Mr.  Thompson-.  You  mentioned  a  field  for  need  of  coordination  be- 
tween the  intelligence-gatheting  agencies,  is  that  correct? 
Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  sir,  I  do. 

Mr.  Tnojipsox.  Was  this  just  in  the  "White  House  or  was  this  also 
in  the  intelligence  community? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  it  was  in  parts  of  the  intelligence  community 
and  it  certainly  was  in  the  Justice  Department.  We,  as  I  think  I  men- 
tioned this  morning,  found  tliat  we  were  receiving  intelligence  from 
quartere  where  we  miglit  not  have  expected  it  in  connection  with  an- 
ticipation of  violent  acts  in  connection  with  demonstration  and  at 
other  times  just  pure  violent  acts.  I  mentioned  the  Alcoholic  Tax  and 
Firearms  Bureau  which  had,  I  thought,  quite  a  very  competent  intel- 
ligence capacity  certainly,  in  connection  with  some  of  the  problems 
that  we  had  in  the  Justice  Department.  I  know  that  Mr.  Hoover  and 
Mr.  Helms  had  broken  off  their  liaison  that  they  had  established  in 
connection  with  the  CIA  and  the  FBI.  There  was  great  interest  in 
finding  a  vehicle  to  reestal)lish  that  in  a  meaningful  way,  and  so  that 
basically  the  implementation  of  the  Interagency  Evaluation  Commis- 
sion was  to  take  personnel  from  the  different  intelligence-gathering 
areas,  put  them  into  one  room  where  they  could  sort  out  and  exchange 
ideas  and,  of  course,  evaluate  what  intelligence  they  had.  One  of  the 
problems  tliat  I  found  in  Government  was  that  there  was  very  fre- 
quently a  great  deal  of  collection  of  intelligence  but  the  evaluation  and 
dissemination  lacked  a  great  deal. 

Mr.  Thompson-.  Then,  was  this  need  for  better  coordination  because 
of  problems  that  the  agencies  themselves  were  having  internally  or 
was  it  because  of  external  considerations,  or  both  ? 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Well,  I  think  I  can  laest  answer  that  to  point  out 
that  there  were  many  events  that  happened  in  this  country,  including 
the  bombing  of  the  Capitol  and  other  such  events  that,  if  we  had  had 
appropriate  intelligence  in  advance,  we  might  have  been  able  to  pro- 
hibit it.  I  know  that  in  connection  with  many  of  the  large  demonstra- 
tions that  we  had  in  Washington,  while  99  percent  of  those  people 
who  came,  came  for  peaceful  protest  and  to  petition  their  Government, 
that  there  was  always  that  lunatic  fringe  that  was  bound  to  and  deter- 
mined to  thrash  the  place  and  cause  damage,  and  if  we  had  had  better 
intelligence  in  some  of  these  areas,  and  I  am  not  excluding  them  to 
those  but  in  other  areas,  but  perhaps  a  great  deal  of  that  could  have 
been  prevented.  That  was  the  basis  upon  which  the  Interagency  Eval- 
lation  Committee  was  considered  in  concept  and  put  into  place. 

Mr.  Tho:mpsox.  I^et  me  leave  that  for  a  moment  and  invite  your 
attention  to  the  Xovember  -24,  19T1.  meeting  which  I  believe  you  had 
with  Mr.  Ividdy  and  Mr.  Dean  when  Mv.  Dean  brought  Mr.  I/iddy  to 
your  office. 

Mr.  Mitchell.  Yes,  sir. 
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28.     In  the  latter  part  of  1970  the  Secret  Service  installed  a 
wiretap  on  the  telephone  of  Donald  Nixon,  the  President's  brother, 
in  Newport  Beach,  California,  and  also  instituted  physical  sur- 
veillance.  Caulfield  was  assigned  by  Ehrlichman  to  monitor  and 
report  to  him  on  the  wiretap.   Caulfield  has  testified  that  the 
purpose  of  the  surveillance  was  the  concern  that  Donald  Nixon  might 
be  involved  with  persons  seeking  to  use  him  for  improper  political 
influence  and  thereby  embarrass  the  President.   The  President  has 
stated  that  his  brother  was  aware  of  the  surveillance  while  it  was 
occurring  because  he  asked  about  it,  was  told  about  it,  and  he 
approved  of  it. 
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]_        Mr.  Caulfield.   wo- 

2        Mr.  Lackritz.   Now,  I  take  it  when  we  talked  to  you  on 
September  11,  1973,  we  were  making  an  effort  to  determine  the 
purposes  of  some  checks  that  Mr.  Ragan  had  written  to  you. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   It  is  our  understanding,  Mr.  Caulfield,  tnat 
you  are  stilL  attempting  to  refresh  your  recollection  as  to  the 
purpose  of  those  checks. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   That's  correct. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Okay.   I  take  it,  then,  at  the  time  when 
you  are  able  to  determine  the  purpose  ot  those  checKs,  we  will 
get  into  that  matter. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Okay,  just  for  ther.record,  I  would  like  to 
note  that  there  are,  I  believe,  approximately  eight  checks 
totaling  roughly  $800;  does  that  give  you  any  heip-zn -tryxng- to- 
refresh  your  recollection? 

Mr.  Caulfield.  If  I  ca-  recall  specifically  what  areas 
they  dealt  with,  I  will  come  back  and  be  happy  to  notify  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Fine. 

Now,  did  you  in  the  VThite  House,  in  your  responsibility, 
have  any  responsibilities  for  overseeing,  keeping  tabs  on  the 
activities  of  the  President's  brother,  Mr.  F.  Donald  Nixon? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Wall,  I  would  like  to  explain  my  area  of 
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1  involvement  with  respect  to  Donald  Nixon.   Sometime  in.  1969, 

2  I  believe  it  was  October  of  1969,  it  came  to  my  attention  that 
Mr.  Donald  Nixon  had  visited  the  Dominican  Republic  with  three 

4  other  gentlemen;  they  were  the  guests  of  the  President  of  the 

5  Dominican  Republic,  Balaguer.   There  were  newspaper-  accounts  of 

6  that  visit  in-a  Dominican  newspaper,  which  I  forwarded  to 

7  Mr.  Ehrlichman  for  his  information. 

8  Approximately  a  year  later,  and  I  have  difficulty  rememberijng 

9  the  date,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  contacted  me  and  indicated.-.to-- me  that 

10  he  wanted  me  to  monitor  a  project-which  involved  the  United 

11  States  Secret  Service,  the  idea  being  that  a  wiretap  was  being 

12  placed  on  the  telephone  of  Mr.  Donald  Nixon  by  the  SecretServicc 

13  with  th6  view-^  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not  persons  of 
1^4  unsavory  character- might  be  attempting  to  embarrass  the  Presideiit 

15  through  his  brother  Donald. 

16  My  direction  from  Mr.  Ehrlichman  was  to  monitor  the  result: 

17  of   the  Secret  Service  wiretap  and  report  back  to  him  any 

18  information  of  substantive  nature  which  might  indicate  that 

19  the  President's  brother  was  being  embarrassed,  or  attempts 

20  were  being  made  to  use  Mr.  Nixon  to  embarrass  the  President  of 

21  the  United  States. 

22  I  <^i<i  iri  fact  confer  with  the  Secret  Service  on  this 

23  matter,  and  they  reported  to  me  verbally  the  results  of  the  wir4- 
2^  tap  that  was  installed  out  in  Newport  Beach,  and  I  reported  bac>; 
25  the  general  substance  of  the  results  of  the  wiretap. 
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After  approximately  thrse  weeks  tha  Secret  Service  people 
indicated  there  was  nothing  of  any  substance  coming  across  the 
wiretap,  and  made  a  suggestion  to  me  which  I  concurred  with,  th£ 
the  wiretap  should  be  terminated.   I  so  advised  Mr.  Ehrlichinan, 
and  he  agreed  it  should  be  terminated.  2s  I  recall,  the  tiine 
frame  was  approximately  a  three-week  period.   That  would  make 
it  sometime  in  19 70,  and  I  for  the  life  cf  me  can't  remember 
the  dates. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   All  right.   Now,  goiig  back  to  the  first 
information  from  which  you  learned  of  Mr.  Nixon's  trip  to  th« 
Dominican  Republic,  how  did  you  come  across  this  information 
initially? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   From  Mr,  Juliano,  jSTames  Juliano,  who  was 
a  sugar  lobbyist  for  the  Dominican  Republic,  brought  it  to  my 
attention.   There  had  been  an  article  in  the  Dominican  newspapers 
mentioning  that  Donald  Nixon  had  visited  the  Dominican  Republic 
I  asked  him  if  he  could  get  me  copies  of  the  newspapers  carrying 
that  story,  he  did;  and  I  transmitted  tiem  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  you  knew  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  that  ti^.e 
had  responsibilities  for  overseeing  Mr.  Donald  Nixon's  activities; 

Mr.  Caulfield.  V7ell,  I  knew  that  -sas  the  way  to  get  it 
possibly  to  the  attention  of  the  President,  and  I  gave  it  to 
J-Ir.  Ehrlich-~an  with  that  in  mind. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Well,  prior  to  that.,  did  Mr.  Ehrlichman  ask 
o-  '   you  to  keeo  track  of  any  information  that  vcu  could  learn  about 
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1  Mr-  Caulfield.   Prior  to  that  I  had  no  involvenient  with  ths 

2  President's  brother,  or  keeping  track  of  the  President's  brothei , 
anything  of  that  nature.   This  was  just  a  piece  of  intelligence 

4  information  that  I  felt  belonged  with  Hx,   Ehrlichman. 

5  Mr.  Lackritz.   I  see.   Do  you  have  any  recollection  of  any 

6  of  the  individuals  who  accompanied  Mr.  Nixon  on  the  trip  to  the 

7  Dominicsxi  Republic? 

8  Mr.  Caulfield.   As  I  recall,  there  vere  three-  people, 

9  I  think  one  of  them  was  Mr.  Mevers  — 

10  ,      Mr.  Lackritz.   Is  this  John  Meyers? 

11  Mr.  Caulfield.   I  believe  John  Meyers  and  another-  gentlemaip 

12  from  the  Democratic  National  Committee  —  formerly  of  the 

13  Democratic  National  Committee. 

14  Mr.  Lackritz.   Mr.  Napolitan? 

]^5        Mr.  Caulfield,  Yes,  Joseph  Napolitan r  and  there. was 
]^g    another  gentleman  and  I  can't  remember. — 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Tony  Hatsis,  does  that  ring  a -bell? 
Mr.  Caulfield.   It  rings  a  bell,  I  can't  say  for  sure. 
I  remember  Mr.  Meyers  and  Mr.  Napolitan. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  you  become  aware  at  some  time  that  Mr. 
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£1    Ehrlichman  had  responsibilities  to  supervise  F.  Donald  Nixon's 


22 


24 
25 


financial  activities? 


23        Mr.  Caulfield.   No,  I  had  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman 's 


supervising  his  financial  activities.   I  knew  if  there  were  to 
be  any  problems  arising  out  of  Mr.  Donald  Nixon's  associates, 5// 
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1  Mr.  Ehrlichman  would  have  been  the  one  to  transmit  it  to;  but 

2  I  had  no  specific  information  about  Mr.  Ehrlichman  being  chargec. 
with  supervision  of  his  financial  situation. 

4  Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  you  get  any  reaction  to  the  initial  memo 

5  from  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

6  Mr.  Caulfield.   Other  than. interest,  no.    I  mean,  1 

7  am  trying  toJrecall;  I  remember  transmitting  it  as  a  memo,  and 

8  r  don't  recall  if  I  had  a  conversation.   I  probahly  called  him 

9  up  and  indicated  that  I  had  this,  and  I  would  send  "it: over. 

10  Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  he  indicate  that  he  had  already  received 

11  this  information  with  regard  to  this  trip,  and  discuss  that 

12  information  with  you? 

13  Mr.  Caulfield.   No. 

14  Mr.  Lenzner.   Do  you  know  what  stimulated  Mr^  Ehrlichman 's 

15  desire  to  have  this  project  begun  on  Mr .r  Nixon's  phone? 

16  Mr.  Caulfield.   No,  that  has  always  been  a  mystery  to  me, 

17  exactly  why  at  the  particular  time.   I  can't  recall  the  date, 
13  the  best  I  can  do  is  put  it  a  year  after  the  transmittal  of  the 
29  newspaper  accounts.   But  what  precipitated  it,  I  don't  know. 

20  Mr.  Lenzner.   Was  the  tap  placed  on  his  home  phone  in 

21  Newport  Beach? 

22  Mr.  Caulfield.   That's  what  I  was  led  to  believe. 

23  Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  you  ever  see  the  log  of  the  surveillance 

24  Mr.  Caulfield.   I  don't  believe  I  have  ever  seen  the  logs. 

25  IVhat  was  shown  to  me  by  the  Secret  Service  was  some  photographs 
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of  Mr.  Donald  Nixon  at  an  airport. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Orange  County  Airport? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   That  rings  a  bell.   Getting  on  a  plane,  or 
meeting  some  people  at  a  plane.   I  do  retail  it  was  out  in 
California,  I  didn't  recall  it  was  Orange  County.   And  there 
was  a  question  as  to  who  these  people  were  in  the  photograph. 
There  was  Mr.  Nixon  and  some  other  people,  and  I  just  don't 
recall  who  they  were,  very  frankly. 

Mr.  Sears.   But  you  did  not  see  the  logs  of  the  wiretaps. 
Mr..  Caulfield.   No,  I  didn't  see  the  logs  of  ^->^°  wiretaps. 
The  assignment  indicated  that  I  would  report  to  Ehrlichman 
anything  of  substance  that  was  ^o   come  over  the  wiretaps.   I  hac 
conversations  with  members  of  the  Secret  Service,  and  they  woulc. 
indicate  to  me  what  the  substance  of  those  conversations  was. 
As  I  previously  indicated,  there  was  nothing  of  any  substance  tl.a 
would  have  justified  a  continuation  of  the  wiretap. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Was  physical  surveillance  conducted  of  Mr. 

Donald  Nixon? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  recall  that  there  was  some  physical 
surveillance  by  the  Secret  Service.   '.-niat  it  entailed,  and  how 
it  was  done  I  do  not  know.   But,  I  do  recall  some  physical 
surveillance  in  the  vicinity  of  the  residence. 

Mr.  Sears.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  Mr.  Caulfield 
assumed  there  was  because  of  the  fact  he  saw  pictures  and  you 
would  have  to  have  physical  surveillance  to  be  able  to  take  f/3 
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pictures.   I  don't  know  that  he  knows  of  his  own  knowledge  jast 
what  kind  of  surveillance  was  going  on;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  would  say  that  is  substantially  correct. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Well,  did  you  receive  information  with 
regard  to  meetings  Mr.  Donald  Nixon  was  having  that  didn't  com.e 
off  the  wire? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   If  I  did,  I  don't  remember. "at  this  time. 
I  recall  one  picture  at  the  airport  in  California,-  I  believe, 
of  Donald.  Nixon  with  two,  or  three  individuals  in  the  vicinity 
of" a  plane;  that  is  all  I  remember  about  it. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   And  was  that  picture  taken  bv  a  Secret 
Service  agent,  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  assume  it  was. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   And  it  appeared  in  nature  to  be  a  surveillan(j:e 
photograph? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Again,  I  would  have  to  assume. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   You-  were  not  advised,  or  were  you  advisedr 
or  don't  you  recall,  whether  it  was  a  surreptitious  photograph? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Just  how  the  hell  —   I  don't  recall  just 
exactly  how  it  was  presented.   I  remember  being  shown  the 
photograph  that  was  in  a  file  having  to  do  with  Donald  Nixon; 
and  I  assume  it  would  have  been  a  surreptitious  photograph, 

Mr.  Lenzner.   And  was  any  effort  made  to  identify  the 
other  individuals? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes,  the  Secret  Service  was  attempting 


(514) 


'  28.1     JOHN  CAULFIELD  TESTIMONY,  MARCH  16,    1974,   SSC  37 

'  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    30-39,    44-46 

1  to   identify   them;    and    if    they   knew  who   they  were   and   told   rue, 

2  I   don't  recall   who    the   persons  were   at   this    time. 

5  Mr.    Lenzner.      V7ell,    were   you   asked   to  make   any   effort   to 

4  help  identify  them? 

5  Mr.  Ca"lf ield.   I  may  have  expressed  an.  interest  in  who 

6  they  were,  yes. 

7  Mr.  Secirs.   The  question  was,  were  you  asked.. 

8  Mr.  Caulfield.  Was  I  asked  to  identify  them  by  whom2 

9  Mr.  Lenzner.   The  Secret  Service. 

10  Mr.  Caulfield.   No,  I  was  not  asked  to  identify  them  by 

11  the  Secret  Siarvice. 

12  Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  you  make  any  effort  -to  show  that 

13  photograph  to  anybody  else? 

14  Mr.  Caulfield.   No. 

15  ^Mr.  Lenzner.   To  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  it  was  not  transmitted  to 

16  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

17  Mr.  Caulfield.   If  it  was,  it  wasn't  by  me. 

-^Q  Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  you  later  learn  that  Mr.  Johnny  Meyers 

19  and  Tony  Matsis  were  among  the  individuals  at  the  airport? 

20  Mr.  Caulfield.   See,  I  got  a  problem  in  this  context 

21  I  associate  Johnny  Meyers  with  the  newspaper  articles.   Tony 


22 

23 
24 

25 


Hatsis  name  rings  a  bell,  but  I  don't  tie  it  in  to  the  photograj 
My  recollection  would  be  that  they  would  have  been  tied  in  with 
the  visit  to  the  Dominican  Republic.   Now,  whether  they  were 
the  individuals  in  the  photograph  I  cannot  say  here  today. 
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Mr.  Lenzner.   Do  you  have  any  recollection  of  Mr.  Ehrlichiaan 
having  an  FBI  check  run  on  Mr.  Hats is? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Was  Mr.  F.  Donald  Nixon  aware  of  the  physical 
or  electronic,  surveillance,  to  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  have  no  way  of  knowing  that-  Mr. 
Elirlichiaaii-.didn.'t' go  into  the  specifics  of  what  he  considered 
to.be  the  overriding  interest  in  Donald  Nixon,,  and  I  didn't 
inquire  because  I  did  not  feel  that  was  nry  area. 

My  function  was-  to  keep  Mr.  Ehrlictaaan.  apprised  of  anythinc 
that  appeared  to  be  of  svibst£intive  nature  with  regard  to 
unsavory  people  connected,  that  might  be  connected  with.  Donald 
Nxxon» 

Mr^  Lenzner-.   How^  could  yott.^have  identified,  them  as 
unsavory  characters^ 

Mr.  Caulfield..  I  would  have-  hoped  the  Secret  Service 
might  provide  me  with  that  information 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  they  ever  give  you  names  of  individuals 
they  checked  out  and  found  to  be  unsavory? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   They  gave  me  the  naae  of  an  individual, 
and  I  testified  I  tried  to  recall  the  nazie? 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Do  you  remember  whether  the. files  were  main- 
tained by  the  Secret  Service,  or  the  ^-Hiite  House? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   They  were  Secret  Service  files. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  you  report  verbally,  or  in  writing  to 
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16 


19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


1  Mr.    Ehrlichman? 

2  Mr.  Caulfield.   Verbally. 
5         Mr.  Lenzner.   And  do  you  know  whether  a  file  was  raaintainec 

4  in  the  White  House  on  Donald  Nixon? 

5  Mr.  Caulfield.   I  have  no  way  of  knowing  that,  I  didn't 

6  maintain  a  file. 

7  Mr.  Lenzner.   Do  you  know  whether  Rosemary  Woods  maintainec 

8  a  file,  or  had  any  responsibility  for  F.  Donald  Nixon? 

9  Mr.  Caulfield.   No  knowledge  at  all.  - 

10  Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  you,  yourself,  have  a  file  on  F.  Donald 

11  Nixon  in  your  office? 

12  Mr.  Caulfield.   Not  a  file  as  such,  I  might  have  had  a  memc 

13  or  two  that  I  could  have  sent  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman.   But  as  to  a 
1^4   file,  I  wouldn't  classify  it  as  a  file.   Probably  the  memos 
15   you  have  there. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Who  were  the  individuals  in  the  Secret 

17  Service  that  you  were  dealing  with  on  this  question  of  the 

18  surveillance  of  Mr.  Nixon? 
Mr.  Caulfield.   Off  the  record  a  moment. 

(Discussion  off  the  record.) 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Again  I  have  the  sarr>e  proble.-as,  not  as 
great  as  we  discussed  earlier  with  the  Joseph  Kraft  matter. 
Could  we  do  this,  could  we  handle  the  names  of  these  individuals 
in  the  same  manner? 

Mr.  Lenzner.   I  have  no  objection  to  that,  we  will  pursue 
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1  of  Joseph  Kraft,  surveillance  of  that  nature. 

2  Mr.  Caulfield.   I  never  discussed  the  surveillance  of 
Joseph  Kraft  with  anyone  other  than  Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  the 

4  White  House. 

5  Mr.  Boggs  and  I  had  quite  a  bit  of  contact  on  the 
g  demonstrations  and  the  anti-war  groups  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
17  White  House;  but  as  far  as  political  figures,  the  answer  would 
g  be  no. 
g        Mr.  Lenzner.   Well,  in  regard  with  the  demonstrations,  did 


you  have  discussions  about  physical  or  electronic  surveillance 


■y\        with  regard  to  people  involved  in  demonstrations? 


Mr.  Caulfield.   No,  by  that  I  mean  I  was  the  liaison  at 
one  time  for  the  V7hite  House.   At  one  time  most  of  my  time  in 
the  White  House  was  in  connection  with  anti-war  activities. 


12 

13 

14 

-■g   When  you  mention  Secret  Service,  that  weald  have  to  do  with  the 

, -    security  at  the  Vfhite  House  complex.   I  would  be  designated 

,  r,   White  House  staff  member  to  be  present  st  the  command  post  at 

the  White  House. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   I  understand  that.  3^  question  was,  did  you 

ever  discuss  with  Boggs  physical  or  electronic  surveillance 

of,  say,  leaders  of  demonstrations? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   No, 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I  have  a  few  questions  about  the  purpose 


_.    of  this  project  that  the  Secret  Service  was  im.plementing.   As 

I  understand,  Mr.  Caulfield,  the  Secret  Service  had  placed  this 
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1  electronic  surveillance  on  Mr.  Nixon's  home  phone  to  detsraine 

2  if  there  were  any  individuals  who  might  be  in  contact  with  Mr. 
Nixon,  who  might  subsequently  be  an  ernbarrassraent  to  the 

4  President;  is  that  correct? 

5  Mr.  Caulfield.   That  is  the  sum  aiifi  substance,  as  I  under- 

6  stood  it,  yes. 

7  Mr.  Lackritz.   And  that  was  the  primary  substance  of  the 

8  surveillance,  as  you  understood  it. 

9  Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes.   Now,  I  want  t»  qualify  that  this  way 

10  As  I  indicated  earlier,  I  was  not  privy  to  any  decision-making 

11  which  would  have  precipitated  this  ongoing  interest  in  Donald 

12  Nixon. 

13  I  took  particular  note  of  the  fact  that  there  might  have 

14  r  well  been  a  number  of  things  happening  isith  respect  to  Donald 

15  Nixon,  that  properly  did  not  belong  in  cry  area, or  that  I  should 
Ig    have  knowledge  of.   I  accepted  that  and  performed  my  role  as 

I  was  directed  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

Now,  it  may  well  be  that  there  wera  all  kinds  of  things 


17 
18 


29    going  on,  and  I  have  no  knowledge  of  thsm. 


20 

21 
22 
23 
24 

25 


Mr.  Lackritz.   Sure,  but  I  am  limi-ting  my  question  now  to 
your  assignment.   Your  assignment  was  to  insure  there  were  no 
unsavory  characters  who  attempted  to  use  f4r .  Nixon. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   My  function  was  to  forward  to  Mr.  EhrlichiT^an 
the  results  of  this  wiretap  that  was  being  conducted  out  there 
in  California,  see,  if  there  was  any  information  that  would 
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be  indicating  that  persons  of  unsavory  nature  were  involved  witi 
Donald  Nixon;  that  was  the  substance  of  the  assignment. 

Mr.  Lackritz.  All  right.  Now,  were  you  aware  of  any  othei 
wiretaps  that  were  placed,  of  similar  nature,  during  your  tenur^ 
at  the  V?hite  House? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   In.  the  context  with  political  figures? 

Mr.  Lackxdtz.   Or  relative  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   No,  I  was-  not. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Were  you  aware  of"  any  other  physical 
surveillance  that  was  implemented  on  relatives  of  the  President 
or  other  individuals  that  were  close  to  the  President's  faciily? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   No-. 

Mr.  Lackri-tz.  Were  you  aware  of  physical  surveillance 
implemented  by  the  Secret  Service  of  an  individual  named 
Michael  Gill? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  know  the  name  Michael  Gill,£md  I  know- 
he  is  a  relative  of  Mrs.  Eisenhower.   I  know  of  no  surveillance 
or  any  activity  in  connection  with  him. 

Mr.  Lackritz.  Did  Ehrlichman  ever  ask  you  to  participate, 
or  oversee,  or  keep  tabs  on  a  project  concerning  Mr.  Gill? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   The  only  thing  about  Mr.  Gill  that  I  can 
recall,  early  after  arriving  at  the  ^-fhite  House  there  was  . 
information  that  he  might  have  been  associated  with  some  people 
from  Zambia.   I  recall  either  sending  a  memo  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman, 
or  speaking  with  him  about  the  associations  with  Mr.  Michael  Gijjl 
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Upper  Great  Lakes  Regional 
Commission 

Announcement  of  Intention  To  Nominnte 
Raymond  C.  Anderson  To  Be  Federal  Cockairman. 
November  16,  1973 

The  President  today  announced  his  intention  to  nomi- 
nate Raymond  C.  Anderson,  of  Maple  City,  Mich.,  to 
be  Federal  Cochairman  o!  the  Upper  Great  Lakes 
Regional  Commission.  He  will  succeed  Thomas  F. 
Schweigert,  who  became  Alternate  Federal  Member  of  the 
Delaware  River  Sasin  Commission  on  September  6,  1973. 

From  1969  to  1971,  Mr.  Anderson  served  as  executive 
assistant  to  Michigan  Gov.  William  G.  MiUiken.  He  has 
been  retired  since  1971  and  w;is  also  retired  from  1954 
to  lSl69.  From  1959  to  1964,  he  served  as  administr?.tive 
assistant  to  then-Congressman  Robert  P.  Griffin,  from 
1952  to  1959,  he  was  administrative  assistant  to  Senator 
Charles  E.  Potter  of  Michigan,  and  he  was  administrative 
assistant  to  Congressman  Roy  O.  Woodruff  of  Michigan 
from  1937  to  1944  and  from  1946  to  1952. 

He  was  bom  on  March  5,  1912,  in  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.  Mr.  Anderson  was  graduated  from  Grand  Rapids 
Junior  College  in  1932.  From  1944  to  1946,  he  served 
as  an  ofScer  in  the  U.S.  Navy. 

.note:   The  announL-emrnt  v.ai  released  at  K?y  Biscayne,  Fla. 


Associated  Press  Managing 
Editors  Association 

The  Pr.-^ident's  Remarks  in  a  Qiiat'on-and-A  nswer 
Sesu";i  n!  ike  Associaliui^'i  Ann-ual  Cunvt-ntinn  in 
Orl-nd-j.  Florida.     Smrmber  17,  1973 

1  Hh     rp.:".=;iDENr.     l'r,~:i'!ert     Qninn    u"i!    li:di-i    un4 
■ZCi-tUir.'-.tr. 


'iVhen  Jack  Ho.Tier ,'  who  has  been  a  correspondent 
ir.  "W'aihington  and  other  places  around  the  world,  retired 
af-er  40  years,  he  once  told  me  that  if  I  thought  that  th» 
White  House  Press  Corps  answered  (asked)  tough  ques- 
ticns,  he  (I)  should  hear  the  kind  of  questions  the  manag- 
ing: editors  asked  him.  Consequently,  I  welcome  this 
opportunity  tonight  to  meet  with  the  managing  editors  of 
the  Nation's  newspapers. 

I  \vill  not  have  an  opening  statement  because  I  know, 
w-^-.h  400  of  you,  it  will  be  hard  to  get  through  all  of  the 
questions  you  have,  and  I  understand  the  President  has  a 
pre.'ogati'.  e  of  asking  the  first  question. 

Mr.  Quinn  [John  C.  Quinn,  Gannett  Newspapers,  and 
president.  Associated  Press  Managing  Editors  Asiocia- 
tion] 

Watergate  .and  the  Future 

Q.  Mr.  President,  this  morning.  Governor  Askew  of 
Fkrida  addre^ed  this  group  and  recalled  the  words  of 
Benjamin  Franklin.  When  leaving  the  Constitutional 
Ccnvention  he  was  asked,  "What  have  you  given  us,  sir,  a 
m.cnarch  or  a  republic?"  Franklin  ai\swered,  "A  republic, 
sir.  if  you  can  keep  it." 

Mr.  President,  in  the  prevailing  pessimism  of  the  linger- 
ing matter  we  call  Watergate,  can  we  keep  that  republic, 
sir.  and  how? 

The  PREStDENT.  \Vell,  Mr.  Quinn,  I  would  certainly 
no:  be  standing  here  answering  these  questions  unless  I  had 
a  £rm  belief  that  we  could  keep  the  republic,  that  we  must 
keeo  it.  not  onlv  foi  .irsehes,  but  for  the  whole  world. 
I  recognize  that  because  of  mistakes  that  were  made,  and 
I  r;u5t  take  responsibility  for  those  mistakes,  whether  in 
the  campaign  or  during  the  course  of  an  administration, 
tka:  there  arc  those  %vho  wonder  whether  this  republic  can 
«u.-.ive.  But  I  also  know  that  the  hopes  of  the  whole 
wcrld  for  peace,  not  only  now,  but  in  the  year?  to  com.e. 
rei-=  in  the  United  States  of  America.  .And  I  can  assure  you 
th;:  2:^  long  cus  T  am  physirnlly  able  to  handle  the  position 
;o  -.-.hich  I  -.vas  clec:cd.  and  then  rre'ecced  l.tst  November. 


;--.rr'-:t  D.  i  Ja.  M  HorntT  %^-»  .1  rep.-rl.T  wiih  the  W.ishincton 
•r.'rn    :9.^7    «intil    !•(<    rct-rrm-nt    in    Novcrr.b.-r    Ir^Tj.    S>.»-r 
.  he  -.^i:.  ^.VK;:-?  Hniiv:  c--.-rc*puriJcr.t  for  ihir  ncwsp.^.per. 
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rtiir  Ih-.' 


..-i  :.'i  .: 


[.■■.pt.Ti,  I  sliouUl  pcii:!t  out. 

Ami  >econct,  they  ?aid,  "How  "13  it  thut  .t.s  far  r.s  this 
iiioiu-v  is  r.onrerncd,  I'.o'.v  is  it  po>sil)lc  for  you  to  have  thi^ 
kind  of  investnifMt  when  all  you  cnnn:d  was  .SHOO.OOO  as 
rrisidcut?" 

\\>1!,  I  should  point  out  I  \v;L;n't  a  pauper  when  I  be- 
came President.  I  wasn't  very  lich  a^  Presidents  go.  But 
\ou  see,  in  the  R  ycai-s  that  I  was  out  of  office — first,  just 
to  put  it  all  out  and  I  will  j;ive  you  a  paper  on  this,  we 
will  s-^nd  it  around  to  you,  and  tliesc  figures  I  ivould  like 
vou  to  have,  not  today,  but  I  will  have  it  in  a  few  days— 
when  I  left  ofHce  after  4  years  as  a  Congres.sman,  2  years 
as  a  Senator,  and  3  years  at  $45,000  a  year  as  Vice  Presi- 
dent, and  after  stories  had  been  written,  particularly  in 
the  Washington  Post  to  the  effect  that  the  [Vice]  President 
had  purchased  a  mansion  in  Wesley  Hei!;hts  and  people 
wondered  where  the  money  came  from,  you  know  what  my 
net  worth  was?  Forty-seven  thousand  dollars  total,  after 
14  years  of  Government  service,  and  a  1958  Oldsmobile 
that  needed  an  overhaul. 

Now,  I  have  no  complaints.  In  the  next  8  years,  I  made 
a  lot  of  money.  I  made  $250,000  from  a  book  and  the 
serial  rights  which  many  of  you  were  good  enough  to  pur- 
chase, also.  In  the  practice  of  law — and  I  am  not  rlnim- 
ing  I  was  worth  it,  but  apparently  former  Vice  Presidents 
or  Presidents  are  worth  a  great  deal  to  law  finns — and  I 
did  work  pretty  hard. 

But  also  in  that  period,  I  earned  between  $100,000  and 
$250,000  every  year.  So  that  when  I,  in  1968,  decided  to 
become  a  candidate  for  President,  I  decided  to  clean  the 
decks  and  to  put  everything  in  real  estate.  I  sold  ail  my 
stock  for  $300,000 — that  is  all  I  owned.  I  sold  my  apart- 
ment in  New  York  for  8300,000—1  am  using  rough  fig- 
ures here.  And  I  had  $100,000  coming  to  me  from  the 
law  firm. 

And  so,  that  is  where  the  money  came  from.  Let  me 
just  say  this,  and  I  want  to  say  this  to  the  television  audi- 
ence: I  made  my  mistakes,  but  in  all  of  niy  years  of  public 
life,  I  have  never  profited,  never  profited  from  public 
service — J  have  eanied  every  cent.  And  in  all  of  my  years 
of  public  life,  I  have  never  obstructed  justice.  And  I  think, 
too,  that  I  could  say  that  in  my  years  of  public  life,  that 
I  welcom.e  this  kind  of  examination,  because  people  have 
got  to  know  whether  or  not  their  President  is  a  crook. 
Well,  I  am  not  a  crook.  I  have  earned  everything  I  have 
got. 


r 

I       n 


SuRVEILI.ANCr    OF    THE    PRESrOENT's    BkOTHER 


T;.::  P:;i..;t..r.-;i-.  'ii:U.  ,>'.  cur^'r.  :i  u  '.-i-r^r;-.!;  ''r.-^. 
has  liccp.  cocEimitiited  upon  before.  It  will  ri'jt  t.ik(;  lon^ 
to  rcipond  to  it. 

'f'hi;  .Secret  Service  did  maintain  a  sur-.eillar.cc.  They 
did  so  fur  security  reasons,  and  I  will  not  go  beyond  that. 
I'hey  were  very  good  reasons,  and  my  brother  Miis  av.are 

of    It. 

And  may  t  say,  too,  to  my  friend  fro.m  the  Washinston 
Po^i,  1  like  your  sport  page.  [Laughter]  .And  make  sure 
[Sliirleyl  Povich  isn't  paid  too  much  for  what  I  just  said 
then. 

Q.  Sir,  Edward  Miller  [Call-Chronicle  Newspapers], 
.\ll.*ntown,  Pennsylvania.  ^Vas  vour  brother  aware  before, 
or  after,  the  fact  of  the  sur\  ciilance? 

The  Pkeside.vt.  Before  or  after  the  fact? 

Q.  Yes. 

The  President.  He  was  aware  during  the  fact, 
because  he  a-sked  about  it,  and  he  was  told  about  it.  And, 
he  approved  of  it.  He  knew  why  it  was  done. 

Q.  Excuse  me.  Does  it  mxke  any  sense  to  conduct  sur- 
veillance vyhen  somebody  knows  about  it? 

The  Prespdent.  Does  it  make  any  sense?  Certainly. 
The  surveillance  involved  not  what  he  was  doing;  the  sur- 
veillance involved  what  others  who  were  trying  to  get  him, 
perhaps,  to  use  improper  influence,  and  so  forth,  might  be 
cloii's;,  aad  parii,_iil  u^l^  anvbcdv  who  might  be  in  a  foreign 
country. 
__^,^  COMMUNIdTIO.V  OF  THE  F.ACTS 


Q.  .VIr.  President.  Harry  Rosenfeld  of  the  Washington 
Po^;.  Sir,  there  hav;'  bfcn  reports  that  the  Secret  Service 
was  asked,  at  your  direction  or  authori/atior,  to  tap  the 
ti;ifphofic  of  yoiu'  brother,  Donuld  Ni.x'm  fs  t:ii-i  true, 
•■ir,  ^'.d  if  .so,  why? 


Q.  Is  some  of  this  a  full  story  that  you  say  you  can't 
say  now  today  because  of  national  security?  Have  you 
told  that  to  Congressmen  or  anyone  else?  Will  this  story- 
come  out  in  the  next  few  weeks,  as  you  present  more  of 
the  facts? 

The  President.  Yes,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  should  tell 
all  of  the  editors — and  I  don't  want  to  leave  anv  implica- 
tion that  you  have  not  tried  to  publish  as  much  as  you 
could — you  have  just  got  so  much  room  in  your  news- 
papers, but  I  do  want  you  to  know  that — well,  since  vou 
haven't  raised  some  of  these  subjects.  I  will  raise  them 
myself — ITT;  how  did  we  raise  the  price  of  milk — -I  \'.ish 
somebody  would  ask  me  that  one;  and  who  else  wanted 
i;  raised?  What  a'oout  the  situation  with  regard  to  the  SI 
million  secret  stock  portfolio  that  you  have;  a  few  of  those 
thin.gs,  I  think  all  of  t'nose  things  need  to  be  ans^^■ered,  and 
answered  cft'ectixely,  and  I  think  the  best  way  to  answer 
them — twofold: 

One,  obviously  through  the  medium  of  a  tcle\-ised  con- 
ference like  thb;  but  two,  through  sending  to  ihe  editors 
of  the  Nation's  newspapers,  all  10,000  of  them,  the  facts, 
I  trust  that  you  will  use  them,  .And  if  you  don't  believe 
them,  I  don't  mean — what  I  mean,  I  am  not  suggesting 
that  you  wouldn't  believe  them — but  if  you  feel  you  need 
more  information,  write  to  me  and  I  will  give  it  to  vou, 
I  want  the  facts  out,  ho>'av!SC  the  facts  will  prove  th,it  the 
P;-e5''dcnt  is  tolling  the  tnith. 
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